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For Reftoring the Prayers, &c. 


" AVING in the former Part fully con- 
ſidered, and ſhewn the Weakneſs of the 
ſeveral Pleas chat had been urged for : a 
| Mixture in the Euchariftick Cup, I now: 

proceed to the Second Uſage infilted 70 as neceſ- 


lary to be reſtored, which is. 


Il. Prayers for the Dead, for ſuch 40 9 4 are departed 
bence from ws with the Sign of Faith, and now. do reſt in 
the Sleep of Peace. And of this we are told, (%) it was 4 
the Primitive Church, and (e) for the 
Revival of ut, Antiquity and Univerſality are. Pleaded, 
Now this Uſage bad been much better OT and 


_ eſtabliſhed, it it could have been ſaid to have been 


caught in Scripture : Bur ic ſeems Antiquity and Uni- 
verſality muit go for Proof here, for want of bet- 
ter. I have already ſhewn that the Scripture teaches, 
itſelf to be the Chriſtian Law, the Canon, or 
Rule, by which we are enjoined, to ſteer our 
Courſe: And by conſequence that we are there 
to ſearch out our Duty, as containing in it all chings 
neceſſary to Salvation. I have alſo pretty largely 
proved the ſame Truth, from the conſentient Te- 
ſtimonies of divers. of the ancient Writers, And 
after this, I want to be infor med of, and muſt there- 
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(a) Reaſons, p. 10. G) Reaſons, p. 11, (e) Defence, p. 6. 
. : B TP 


tore 
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vo Wn 
fore beg of our learned Author, that he will be ſo 
kind as to direct me to, any one Pręcept of our Ble 
fed Lord, or his Apoſtles, that teaches to look upon 
Antiquity and Univerfaliry, as ſuffi-ient to conftirnte 
any one Necellary and Ellential Part of our Reli- 
gion, that i; not any way taught in Scripture. Till 
I can fee ſame ſuch Precept, I cannot but think it 
neceſſary on the other Hand, to adhere to Scripture, 
and take that for my only proper and ſure Guide. 
And however Tradition may many times come in 
very uſefully by way of Explicarion, ic can never 
be prove,” that a Practice 'tinknown to Scripture, 
not mentioned by any Chriſtian Writer, till the end of 
the Second Centur y, nor by any one out of Africk 
ill the Fourth, can be of neceſſary and indiſpenſable 
Obligation. Vet without this, all that our learned 
Author offer 7 in behalt 6f Prayer for the Saints de- 
parted, mu ine vitably come ſhort of the Mark. 
This 1 think is paſt doubt. And I am apt to be ieve 
our learned Author is ſenſible that it is fo, becauſe I 
1 cannot apprebend why elſe he ſhould take upon him 
1 to affirmi this ſort of Prayer to be a Point of Faub. 
If (d) It was f5 he ſays in Terrullian's Time: Yet if it 
1 were truly fo then, it muſt be ſo now. Yet if it were 
ſo, how comes it to be built, not upon Scripture, 
but only on Antiquity and Univerſality ? This is 
1 my ſter ious enough, ard would puzzle one of an 
|| ordinary Capacity, to give a good Reaſon for it. 
. But (e) Tertullian igbt believe. that St. Paul 
| compreherd. d the Diad, where be exhorts the Epheſi- 
ans (F) to make Su plication fe for all Saints : He mig bt 
1 be of Opinion that & 1efiphorus was Dead, ' when the 
4; ſame 25 prayed (g) be mig bt ſind Mercy of the 
| Lord in rhat Dy. iis ſays our- ham card might be. 


(a) Defence, p. 65. (e) Page 66. 
(/) Epheſians, 6. 18. (g) 2 Timothy, 1. 18. 
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But what if it were not? Then the Argument falls 
to the Ground. And does our Author ſay” any thing 
to ſupport it? lndeed, not one Word as to the for- 
mer of theſe. Texts: He leaves that intirely to ſhift 
for itſelf: And for a very good Reaſoh, becauſe 
there is nothing to be faid, for ſo groundleſs an 
Imagination. Terſullian, he ſays, might believe St. 
Paul comprebended the Dead. But he muſt make 
Tertullian to take up this Belief very weakly and 
inconſiderately, inaſmuch as though the Word Ae, 
Saints, be frequently uſed in the New Teſtament, 
to denote the Members of the Chriſtian Church 
here, I dare be poſiti e he will not find it fo applied, 
to thoſe that are departed from us. We I confe ſs, in 
our Language, ordinarily uſe it in that Senſe; but 
it will not follow from hence, that Tertullian was 

like to do ſo too, when he might eaſily ſee the 
inſpired Writers uſed it otherwiſe. IRS 

| Bur our learned Author adds, He might be of O- 
pinion that Oneſiphorus was Dead, when the ſame A- 
poſtle prayed, be might find Mercy of the Lord in that 
Day. And for this he gives a Reaſon, though ſuch 
as is far from a convincing one; (+) St. Paul ſalutes 
Onefiphorus's Houſbold; which is no improbable S gn 
the Man was not living; {or in other Epiſtles, tis Se. 
Paul's Cuſtom to ſalute the Maſter diftmitly from tbe 
reſt of the Family, Our Author himſelf betrays his 
Diffidence of this Obſervation, when he only tells 
us, it is n0 improbable Sign, wu ich amounts not fo 
much as to a high Probability, much leſs to a 
Certainty, which yet were necoflary to recommend 
this as a Pattern to- all ſucceeding Generations. 
But to come to the Argument itſelf, In other Epiſtles, 
Pris St. Paul's Cuſtom to ſalute the Maſter diſtinctiy 
from the reſt of the Family. Yet though it were the 
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Apoftle's Cuſtom, it does not follow that he never 

did otherwiſe, and particularly in the Place b fore 
us. So chat he might poſſibly, which is enough for 
me; be might poſlibly, 1 ſay, uſe this Form 

Addreſs, though Oneſipborus had been both Alive an 

at Home. But what can be ſaid, why he ſnould 
not uſe it upon ſuppoſition, that Oneſpbius were 
Alwe but from Home? His calling them Oneſi- 
phorus's Ion ſhold, looks as if this were really the 
Caſe. For had he been certainly Dead, it had 
been more natural and obvious to have ſpoken of 


| his Widow, and named them her Houfhold ; if he 


had left a Widow; or of whomfoever elſe that 
might be the Head of the Family at that time. 
He proceeds i it is objedled, that Oneſiphorus was at 
Rome when St. Paul wrote the Second Epiſtle to 
Timothy. and that our Tranſlation of 2 Tim. 1. 17. 
daes not anſwer the Origmal, and that it ſhould not be 
turned when he was at Rome, but being in Rome; 
This Criticiſm ſappoſes One ſiphorus eit her Dead or at 
Rome. But what if our Tranſlation be right, and 
Ore/iphirys had lately been ai Rome but was nor 
there when St. Paul wrote to Timothy. but either 
upon his return Home, or rather gone to ſome o- 
ther Place? Then the Apoſtle's not ſending Saluta- 
tions either to or from him, is very eaſily accounted 
for without any Breach of his uſual Cuſtom. So 
that in ſhort, whatever can be inferred trom thefe 
Words to our Author's Purpoſe, is all meer Gueſs- 
Work, and can never ſuffice to make it Evident, 
that St Paul prayed for Oneſipborys after his Death. 
So that upon the whole, here is nothing in Scri- 


pture to warrant the Practice of praying f er the Dead; 
nor ſo much as a Pretence of a Proof of the Elſen- 


tiality of it. There were ſome fair Occaſions that 
olfered themfelves,for recommending this Duty, if it 
had been really ſuch, but we find no ſuch Uſe made 
of them. Our Bleſſed Saviour did not omit ſome- 

| runes 


„ 1 
times to diſoourſe to his Diſciples, of another Tits; 

and the Happineſs and Miſer ies thereof; and at other 
times of „and of Love and Kindneſs eo each 
other : But none of theſe Doctrines ever led him to 
direct his Followers to pray for ſuch, as ſhould have 
left this World beſore them, whilſt in an mterme- 
diate State. And after oor Bleſſed Lord, his Apo- 
files loft many of their Friends and Acquaintainces; 
bur we do not find that they either prayed for them 
after their Death, or ever directed others to do it. 
In particular upon St. Srephen's Martyrdom, we read 
that (i) De unt Mn carried bim to bus Buridl, and 
made great Lamentation over bim 5 but not that they of 
fered up any Prayers fir bim. Which it is highly rea- 
fonable to believe they would have done, if this ſort 
of Devotion had been then looked upon as an Eſſen- 
tial Chriſtian Office: And the Apoſtle St. Paul wri- 
ting to the Theſſalonians, cautions them to reſtrain their 
_ Grief, and not ſuffer themſelves to be wrought up 
to an immoderate Paſſion, upon the loſs of their 
Friends, but to comfort themſelves with a Hope of 
meeting them again at the laſt Day. Bur he ſpeaks 


not a tittle of praying for them. (& I would not have you 


ignorant Brethren, ſays the Apoſtle, concerning them 
which are aſleep, that ye Sorrow not, even as others 
which hade no Hope. For if we believe that Feſis dyed, 
and roſe again, even ſo them alſo which ſleep in Feſus, 
will God bring with bim. Here had been a fair Op- 

| porruniy, for putting them in mind, that it was now 
in their Power to ſhew their Reſpect and 4tteRtion 
for ſuch their dear Friends or Relations, by their 
Prayers, whereby to improve their Condition, and 
get them advanced to a greater Degree of Happi- 
neſs. And had our learned Author been adviſing 
them, it may reaſonably be ſuppoſed he would have 
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done it. But the Apoſtle ſays nothing like it. And 
in the Revelation of St. Fohn, (I) I heard a Voice from. 
Heaven, ſays he Apoſtle, | ſaying unto me, write, 
bleſſed are the Dead which dy in the Lord, from hence 


forth ; yea ſai b the Spirit, for they reſt from their La- 


bour, and their Works do follow them, But (till not a 
Word of praying for them. Which is to me a ma- 
nifeſt Proof, chat this uſage of Prayer for () thoſe 
who depart hence, with the Sign of Faith, was not then 


known or thong /t of. And as Tertullian very jultly. 


affirms, (n) the Truth to be what is firſt, and that Spu- 
rious which fullows after, it is a necęſſary Concluſion, . 
that this Cultom being unknown to our Sap::ur and 
his Apoſtles, and having not crept into the Church 
till afterwards, it is to be looked upon as nor a Ge- 
nuine, and yet more undeniably as by no means a 
neceſſary, Duty of Chriſtianity. And our learned 
Auchor did therefore wiſely in appealing rather to 
Tradition, for the Proof of what he knew beforehand, 
has no Foundation in Scripture, Thither therefore 
I maſt follow, as being all that is to be ſaid for it. 
And as Scripture is wholly filent in the Caſe, and ſo 
leaves theſe Prayers without any Countenance from 
thence ; ſo it will be found upon Enquiry, that 
Tradition is too weak to bear the Weight of them. 


That this alone cannot make a Duty neceſſary, that 


has nothing elſę to recommend it, has been ſo fully ; 
+ proved, that I need nor here inſiſt upon it. But this 
is not all; for the Tradition depended upon in be- 
half of theſe Prayers, is not of that Extent it is ſaid 
to be. 4 * * ä JE © © . 1108 

Thev are not ſo much as once mentioned, by any 


one Writer of the Chriſtian Church, - till the end of 


ho — 


(7) Rev. 14. 13. (n) Defence, p. 97. (n) Verum quod- 
cungue primum, id eſſe adulterum, quodcung; poſterius. 
Adv. Prax. c. 2. I Part I. Pag. 2, &e. 
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3 674 
the Second Century, nor for above an Hundred 
Years more, in any Part of the World, except in 
Africa. And the Africans never pretended their Ex- 
ample ſufficient to inſtitute any new Duty, that our 
Saviour and his Apoſtles had ſaid nothing of. And that 
this Practice has no earlier or wider Evidence for it, 
is a very unlikely Proof of its Antiquity and Uni- 
verſality. It is not ancient enough, becauſe not ſpo- 
ken of ſooner, nor extenſive enough, becauſe not 
appearing in the other Parts of the Curiſtian World, 
as well as among the Africans. This is an abundant 
Proof, that it can by no means be evinced to have 
had either of theſe Properties really belonging to ir, 
upon which, yet all its Obligation and Eſſentiality is 
pretended to depend, To make ir truly ancient, 


it ought to have been even from the Days of the 


Apoſtles. And to make it univerſal, it ought to have 
ſpread over che whole Church, and even in the firſt 
Ages of it. But if it not only have no Foundation in 
Scripture, but beſides have neither Primo- primitive 
Antiquity to plead for it ſelf, nor was owned and 
practiced by all Chriſtians, as it is no way teſtiſied to 
have been, how wretchedly muſt every one deceive 


himſelf, that inconſiderately runs into it, upon no 


better Encouragement ? Yet that this is the true State 
of the Caſe every one may ſee, who will be at the 
Pains to make an impartial Enquiry concerning it. 
Such a late Antiquiry as this, not to be found in any 
one Chriſtian Author, till the Beginning of the Third 
Century, and ſuch a partial particular Univerſality, 
that no where appears till the Fourth, except in one 
particular Church only, is a new Diſcovery that our 
learned Author may make uſe of, in what manner 
be pleaſes; provided it be not to impoſe this ſort of 
Prayers as neceſſarily incumbent upon all that would 
be ſaved. For it will never anſwer this Deſign. 
Again, before our learned Author ſceks to intro- 
duce Prayers for the Dead, it will be requiſite to 
1 let 
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tet us know, what ſort of Prayers he would have of- 75 
fered up for them. This IL fay, becauſe it is well | 
know, that aſter theſe. Prayers came in uſe, they 
were not all of the ſame Kind, nor for the fame 
Perſons, but there was a remarkable Variety a- 


mongſt them. By our Author's Reference to One- 


1 it looks, as if our Prayers were to be, that 
God will ſhew Mercy to our departed: Frients, ae - 
the laſt great Day. But by the Courſe of his Ar- 
gument, it appears, that he pleads more for Prayers 
tor the Ancreaſe of their Happineſs in the mean time 
which are two very different forts of Petitions, An 
if we inquire into the Ancients, it is obvious to ob- 
ſerve;; that they do not weil agree amongſt chem- 
ſelves, which. of, the Saints departed, are to be pray- 
oi and by Conſequence, what Prayers are ex- 
pectedoibe put up for them. The Clementine Litur- 
gyduects,to pray for all the Ranks of thoſe that have 
departed in the Faith of. Chriſt, (i) tba: they may have 
4 Place. aſſigned them. in the Keg:on of the Bleſſed, in the 
Boſom of Abraham, aac, and Jacub, in the Company 
" thoſe, where Pain. and Sorrow and Diſſati faction 
ve. no acceſs. As if they were not vet arrived at 
that happy Place, but waired for the Interceſſion 
of their Friends, whom they had left behind WA 
to: bring them thither. The Wife in Tertullian, (p 
begs for her departed Husband s; Rifreſurment as 11 
he were in Pain and burning; and a Part in th fir 
Reſurrection, accor ing to the Notion of the Mill en- 
naries. b of Teruſal m pro . r in bis Ties 
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they prayed for, their (4) Fathers and Biſhops, and in 
ſhort, for all that Were laid aſleep before tbem, all whoſe 
Souls they believed to be much belped by their Prayers, 


. 


bet ber they died in their Sins, or not. In like man- 


ner; Epiphanius mentioning the Hope they had in 
behalf of their deceaſed Brethren, adds, (r that bey 
receive Advantage from the Prayer made for them, 
though it does not wholly clear them of i beir Accuſations. 
And preſently after, () we make mention both of the 
Rigbteoas, and of Sinners: Of Sinners, implor ing the 
Mercy of God for them: And for the Righteous, Fa- 
thers, and Pagriarchs 8c. That we may diſtingeiſb aur 
Lord Feſas Grit from the Rank of Men, by the Ho- 
nour we pay bim. Gregory Nas uanxen believed Cæſa- 
rius to be already in Glory, and (t) was well aſ⸗ 
ſured he ſhould meet him at the laſt Day in great 
Height and Splendor; yet this hinders not, but that 
he prays to God to receive him to bimſelf, as if he 
had not already done it. () Now, ſays he, receive 
Cæſarius, /as the firſt Fruits of our Departure hence; we 
reſign him to thy Diſpoſal, . whereby all things are or- 
dned. The Armenians in heir Liturgy cited by 
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Archbiſhop Uſher, entreat Almighty God, (1) th - 
grant eternal Peace, not only in general to all that baue 

gone before us in the Faith of Chriſt ; but alſo in par- 
ticular, zo the Patriarchs, Apoſtles, Prophets, and Mar- 
yrs. And the Greek Euchologium teaches to pray 
thus; (x) Do thou kindly receive the Faithful, which 
bave bolily departed out of this Life, and gone to thee 
their Lord, and of thy tender Mercy give them Refs. 
And John Barnes cites divers of the antient Miſals 
praying, (0) for thoſe that ſleep in the ſleep of Peace; 
for their Anceſtors, Patriarchs, Prophets, Apoſtles, Mar- 
yrs, Doors, Saints, and every juſt Spimt; begging 
of God to grant Reſt to the Souls of all theſe: Piche- 
rellus obſerves of the Greek Liturgy, that (z) it prays 
for the Virgin Mother of God, the Apoſtles, and Mar- 
tyrs. And yet on the contrary, not only St. Cypri- 
an affirms of the Martyrs, (a) that to the Foy of our 
Lord, they have attained to h Embraces and Kiſs, and 
by Conſequence have no need of the Prayers of 
thoſe they have left behind them; but St. Auguſtin 
poſitively and expreſly teaches, that (b) it * 4 
Wrong and Injury done to the Martyrs to pray for them. 
And accordingly he declares the Practice of the 
Church (c) to be ſuch, (as all the Faithful know) that 


(r) Da æternam pacem omnibus, qui nos præceſſerunt 
in fide Chrifti, ſan&is Patribus, Patriarchis, Apoſtolis, 
Prophetis, Martyribus. Anſwer to Jeluits chal. c. 7. 

(x) Izews & Gio a mArmvTA; MS ds, N r- dA ramoTHY 
+14 "opting NEai Tegouvag, evambuy ws; £1ahaſXvos. 

Ol. 116. | | 

) Romano. cath. Pacific. Sed. 9. 

(3) De Mill. c. 2 in Opuſc. Theol. 

(a) Confecto itinere virtutis ac fidei, ad amplexum & 
olculum Domini, Domino ipſo gaudente venerunt, Epiſt. 37. 

(%) Injuria eſt enim pro martyre orare. De Verbis Apaſt. 
Serm 17. 

(c) Ideaque habet ecclefjaſtica diſciplina, quod fideles 
noiunt, cum Marty tres eo loco recitantur ad altare Dei, ibi 
non pro ip ſis oretur, pro ceteris autem commemoratis defun- 
ctis oretur. J id. | 


when 


CY Tt 1 
when the Marty's bave their — ur Goo: 
tur, they are not prayed for," as the other Dead then cim 
memorated are. And upon another Occafionhe ſays, 
(4) There are ſome to mh theſe Prayers are of nd e 
meaning both I whoſe Converſation een e 
not to * them, and thoſe w Gal dns 4 77 
they are not wort them, nor ca 0 o 
4 St. — 4 . for (e) = Saubere 42. 
lentinian and Gratian, whom he profeſſes to be in 
Glory; but not for their Souls, but their Bodies, 
that God would grant them à ſpeedy ' ReſurretTion:: And 
in his Oration de obitu 2 he firſt affirms his 
Soul to be in eternal Reſt, and then prays, F) an 
give iſ to thy Servant Theodofius, the Reſt thatthou 
haſt prepared for thy Saints; there let bis Soul be Placed, 
ate 770 wy fon no Sting of Death. St. Aupuſtin 
thought (g) the" Spirits of fs who were fallen aſleep, 
70 be relieved by-the Oblations, made at their Memories. 
And he prayed for his Mother Monica; (b) I beſtech: 
thee for the' Sins of my Mother,” bear me O Lord, by bim 
o « the Cure 15 our Wands, that bung upon the Croſs,” 
and ſiting at thy right Hand intercedes for as; 1 know 
ſhe wrought _—_— of Mercy, and from: ber Heart for- 
gave ber debters their debts; 15 thou alſo forgive ber ber 
| debis, if ſhe has contracted any in ſo many Tears, ar 
have paſſe d Het ber baptiſm. Forgive her O Lord, N 


(d) Eſt vero talis i in 1 bono ut t iſta non requirat, & elt 
rurſus talis in malo, ut nec his valeat, cum hæc vita tran- 
ſierit, adjuvari Enchirid. ad Laurent. c. 110. 

(e) Te quæſo, ſumme Deus, ut chariſſimos juvenes 
matura reſurre&ione fuſcites & reſuſcites. In fine orat. de 
obitu Valentiniani. 

H Da requiem ſervo tuo Theodofio, requiem quam pre-, 
paraſti ſanctis tuis; illo converſetur anima ejus, ubi mortis 
aculeum ſentire non poſſit. 

11059 Et oblationes pro ſpiritibus dormientium, quas verd' | 

uid adjuvare credendum eſt. Epiſt. 64. 

— 5 Pro peccatis matris mee deprecor 4 exaudi me, per' 

een vulnerum noſtrorum, quæ pependit in ligno, 
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ferzius ber 1 heſeech tbee, and enter not into Fudgming = 
ith her, let Mercy rejoice againſt f ud ment for thy ſays: 
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i ings are true, and thou haſt: promiſed Mercy to the mer- 
Wl Wk : | : 
0 ciful. Tuus earneſtly; he prays for the Soul of his 


departed Mother. Bot the Third Council of Toledo 
orders, that (i) it ali ſuffice that the Bodies of Chriſti- 
ans haves ſerwicę of divine Hymns paid them, in hope. 
a Reſurrection. Inthe Roman Mifſal they are taught 
to pray () for al Chriſtians, whether living or dead, 
thai they may be helped bereby to etennal life; and again, 
Y remember O Lord, thy Servants and. Handmaids, 
which have gone before us wich the ſign of Faith, and 
ſleep of Peace ;; 1e beſeech thee, O Lord, to grant them; 
and. all that reſt in Chriſt, a place f Refreſhment , Ligbt, 
and Peace. And in their Maſles for the Dead, they: 
pray for the departed; Souls even of the Boibful, 
O) that they may obtain forgiveneſs of: their Sins, may 
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& ſedens ad dextram ruam te interpellat pro nobis. Scio mi 


1 ſericorditer' operatam, & ex corde di mĩſiſſe debita debitoribus 
74 ſuis, dimitte & illi tu gebita ſua, ſiqua etiam contraxerit per 
11 tot annos polt aquam \.lutis, Dimitte, Domine, dimitre, obſecro,” 


re inttes cum ea in judicum Superexultet miſericoroia judici- 
. um, guoniam ele quia rua vera ſunt, & promiſiſſi miſericordiam 
14 miſericordibus. Cenfeſs J. 9. c. 13. N 
\ ) Syfficiat autem quod in ſpe reſurrectionis Chriſtianorum core. 
Yribus famulatus divinorcm impenditur canticorum. Can. 21. 
(Y Pro fidelibus Chriſtianis v vis atq; defunctis; ut mihi & 
ili proficiat in vitam #ternam. Amen, Ord, Miſſce. ; 
(1) Memento etiam Domine, famulorum famularumq; tuarum 
N. & N. qui nos pi æceſſ runt cum ſigno fidei, & dormiunt in 2 
ſomno pacis — Ipſis Domine, & omnibus in Chriſto quieſcenti- 
bus, locum 1efriget ii, Jucis, & pacis, ut indulgeas, depreca mur. 
Can. ini ir- W;; 8 | 
(m) Fidelium Deus omnium conditor & redemptor, animabus 
famulorum famularumqʒ rvarum, remiſfionem cunctorum tribue 
peccatorum, ut indalgentizm, quam ſemper optaverunt, piis ſup- 
plicarianibus conſequantur. Mif. pro deſunf, Domine Jeſu 
Chriſte, Rex Glorie, libera animas omnium fidelium detunctorum 
de penis interni & de profundo lacu ; libera eos de ore leonis, 
ne abſorbeat eas tartarus ne cadant in ob{curum : ſed fignifer 
ſanctos Michael repræſentet eas in lucem ſanctam: quam olim 
Abrauz promiiiti & ſemini ejus. bid. ; 
5 


8 


4 C19] 1 
Be delivered from the Paint of Hell, and from the 
deep Lake, yy be ſaved from the mouth of the 
Lion, may mat be ſwallowed up of bell, nor fall into 2 
darkneſs; but the holy Enſign Michael may preſent f 
them into a boly Light, promiſed of old to Abraham = 
and bu Seed, and ſo they may paſs from death unto life. 
Intimating them to be as yet in a State of death, 
and liable to damnation, and that they wanted 
to be reſcued from thence by the Interteſſion of 
their Friends upon Earth. And though ſome of 
the forementioned Fathers profeſs to pray for Sin- 
ners, as well as for the Righteous, Gregory the Great 
teaches otherwiſe, directing (n) not to pray for ſuch 
as died in Infidelity and Impiety. And gives this Rea- 
ſon for abſtaining from ſuch Prayers, becauſe ſuch Re- 
queſts in bebalf of thoſe whom they already know to be 
ordered to eternal Puniſhment, will avail nothing in the 
Preſence of the juſt Fudge. And to carry the Matter 
yet ſomewhat farther ;-. Origen ſuppoſes our guar- 
dian Angels (o) liable to ſuch a criminal Negligence, 
as juſtly expoſes: them to God's Diſpleaſure. Ac- 
_ cording to which Notion even theſe might be thought 
to ſtand in need of the Prayers of the Faithful, to be 
offered up for them. And Sr. Ferome ſpeaks of the 
good Angels in general, and zbe bleſſed Powers which 
ſerve God in heavenly Places, (p) as if they were 
not admitted to the fullneſs of Glory, and Happineſs, 
and ſp.according to our Author's Doctrine, might 
need alſo to be prayed for. St. Chryſoſtom, ſpeak- 
ing of ſuch as.dye in love with the World and their 
Sins, being unwilling to part with either of them, 


(*) Ut non orent ſancti homines pro hominibus infidelibus, 
impiiſq; defunctis: quia pro 1is utiq; quos æterno deputatos ſuppli- 
cio jam noverunt, ante ilfum judicis juſti conſpectum, orationis ſuæ 
meritum caſſari refugiunt. Dial. I. 4. c. 44. | | 123 

(o) Si per negligentiam eorum homo corruerit, etiam ſui peri- 

coli rem eſſe non neſciunt, &c. In S. Luc. Hom, xxxv. | 
(p) Angelos autem & beatas quaſq; virtyres, quæ in cæleſtihus 
Dep. ſervignt, ab hac felicirate alienas exiſtimari. In Epheſ. c. 2. 
2 very 
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very unagreeably to the Doctrine of Gregory, as a- 
bove recited, exhorts his Hearers, to () bemail them | | 
and to aſſiſt them o the utmoſt of their Power, conſis 
dering that tho» gb the beſt Aſſiſtance they can give them i 
but ſmall, yet it might be of ſome Advantage to them, if 
they tbemſelwes would pray for them, and invite others to 
do the ſame, and would relieve the poor upon their Ac- 
count. Fybr in this, ſays he, 4 ſome Conſolation : And 
fome in the Church of Rome have taught, that (7) 
Praying, for the Apoitles, . Martyrs &c. is deſervealy 
aboliſhed: Nay farther, that (s) to offer Sacrifites for 
thoſe in Bliſs, is plainly abſurd and impious ; and again, 
that (7) if there be no purgatory, Prayers for the Dead, 
mut be unprofitable; and by Conſequence theſe 
are Pravers to be made for none but for the Souls de- 
tained there. Now here appears a conſiderable Variety 
in the Prayers for thoſe in the other World, as well 
as in thoſe to be prayed for. Sometimes only a Part of 
the Dead were thought capable of any Benefit by 
theſe Prayers, ſome being in ſuch a State as not to 
need them, and others ſo fix d in Mifery as never to 
hope for any Relief by them. Sometimes all were 
prayed for, that they might be helped to eternal 
Life. , Sometimes chey prayed for ſuch as they be- b 
lieved already in Glory, and begged nevertheleſs they 
might be admitted into the Region of the Bleſſed. 
Sometimes their Prayers had reſpect to the Body on- 
ly, and ſometimes to the Soul.. Sometimes theß 
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might obtain forgiyenets of their Sins, might be deli- 
vered from Hell, and might paſs from Death'to Life. 
Sometimes they prayed for the greateſt and beſt of 
Mankind, for the bleſſed Virgin Mother of God, for 
the Patriarchs, Prophets, Apoſtles, and Martyrs; 
and ſometimes they were taught not to pray for the 
Martyrs, and by Conſequence not for others as cer- 
tainly in glory, and were told that it was an Injury 
to the Martyrs to pray for them: And ſometimes a- 
gain, they were forbidden to pray for thoſe who 
dyed in Infidelity and Wickedneſs, and fo could 
have no hope of Redemption from their Miſery. And 


even the Angels have been thought by ſome to be 


in a Condition that might need our Prayers, and 


perhaps more than ſome at leaſt of our departed 


Friends; and ſo it might poſſibly be thought proper 


Prayers being of ſo many different Sorts; before our 
learned Author preſſes us to the uſe of them, it were 
to b& wiſhed, that he will be ſo kind as to inſtruct us in 
the right Method of uſing them; that he will certainly 
inform us, Which of theſe Prayers are Eſſential, and 
which otherwiſe, that we may know whom we are 
neceſſarily obliged to pray for, and for what; whe- 
ther we are to pray for thoſe to obtain eternal Hap- 


Pineſs, whom we believe to be already in that State, 


though not in the full Perfection of it, and know 
they cannot be ſo till after the Reſurrection; whe- 
ther for the Martyrs, or all the other Righteous 
without them; whether for the forgiveneſs of their 
Sins, which we have ſufficient Reaſon to believe are 
already forgiven, if ever they will be; whether for 
the Faithful only, or the Wicked too, and whether 
only for a mitigation of their Pains, or for a Re- 


demprion from their Tortures. He may pleaſe to 


ler us know whether all theſe forts of Prayers are 
Eltential, and if not, then which are ſo, it being 
| ſome- 


prayed in general for all the Faithful,” that the7p̃ 


71 


= © „* 4 IM ——— * 


— o 28 * a hu a 5 * ” ** A 
Ate, " 2 * : 9 E * 75 en ; 
„ * ä ? —_ * * „ : rern 9 
— — — „ ha — RTF IE FINE ** F REY Py : * enn 
— 5 Py * x (a * e « * D N . o \ 7 ** 
Fe: . * 7 \ 
1 o 
. ** * 
- * 
q 
= 7 
| 
8 5 


» » _——_ 
* 


to pray for theſe alſo. Wherefore theſe kind of 
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ſomewhat unreaſonable to urge any. as neceſſary to- 

Salvation, without ſhewing firſt which: they are, that [ 

we may know how to diſtinguiſh them fro! thoſe, 
hat are not; eſpecially confidering that there is 
radition for each of them. Had our. Lord de- 


ſigned this as a neceſſary Chriftian Duty, it is not. 


imaginable, that he would not have given us ſome 
Directions about it; or that he would not have re- 
vealed to us the Nature and Happineſs of the State 
our departed Friends are gone to, that ſo we might 


| know how to frame our Petitions for them, which. 


ſince he has not thought fit to do, it is but a Juſt Re- 
queſt, that ſome of thoſe who earneſtly preſs this as 
an indiſpenſable Duty, ſhould venture to undertake. 
it for him, leaſt otherwiſe we act blindly, and run 
intoError, purely for want of neceſlary Information. 

If we are to pray for the eternal Salvation of the 
dead, this muſt be either for the Righteous or the 
Wicked; and the former of them do not need it; 
and there are not a great many of the Fathers 
that thought the others can be benefited, none I 
know of, chat ſay they can be ſaved by our Prayers. 
And as for any temporary Relief before the general 
Reſurrection, this is a determining abour the State 
of the dead, which is as intirely conceal'd from us, 
as the Nature of Angels, or the Time of the lait 
Judgment ; into both which we are warned not to 
inquire, as being (#) an Intruſion into thoſe things we 
have not ſeen, nor can ſee ; and a preſuming to un- 
derſtand, ( what 20 Man upon Earth knows, no, 
nor the Angels in Heaven, but the Father only. 

However let us ſee, what our learned Author 
has to ſay for this multiform and indeterminate 
Practice. Once indeed we were promiſed (x) un- 
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(u) Coloſ. 2.8, (w) St. Matth. 24, 30. 
(x) Realſons, . 11. 
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exceptionable 3 for it; but when it came to 
the balance, it was found too Night, and te Juſtiy 
to be excepted to; and ſo I am apt to chin it will 


be found here. At | 
" His firſt Proof is from Termin, (y who in his 
Tract de corona militis, has thefe Words. Ai.we are 
about to go to the (Baptiſmal) rer, there, an even 
ſome little time before in the Church, we 'teſÞify in the 
Preſence of the Preſident, f bat "we renomice ih Den, 
and bis Pomp, and Angels, then we ate bite digt; am. 
ſwering ſomething more than vie Lord bus deere 
in the Goſpel ; being taken from thence, we have u ini 
ture of Milk and Honey given n to tuſt off, Ani from 
that day, we keep from our daily Bathing for & whole 
Week, The Sacrament of the Euc hariſ, cbm 
by our Lord at Meal. time, and to all, we receiue in our 
daily Aſſemblies, and only from the band of the Pre- 
ſedents, We make our Oblations for the Dead, © for their 
Deaths on the annual Day. We necount it 4 Wiekedr 
to faſt on the Lord's Day, or to kneel at our De ot ions. 
We take alſo the ſame Liberty from Faſter ro Whitfuntide, 
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(y) Aquam adituri, ibid 1, ſed & aliquanti prius in ecelefa 
fub antiſtiti manu conteftawur renunoiare diabel:, pompe, & an- 
gelis ejus, Dehiuc ter mergitamur, amplius aliquid re ſpongentes, 
quam Dominas in grv1ngelio determinavit, Inde ſuſcepti, laftis & 
mellis concordiam preguſiamus. Ex eaq; die, lavacro quotidiano per 
rotam bebdemadem abſtinemus Eucharift'# Sucram ntum, & m 
tempore victus, & omnibus mandatum a Domino, etiam antelutanss 
cætibus, nec de alirum manu quam pre ſidentium ſumimus; Obl ations: 
pro defuncti , pronatalitiis annua ate facimus Die Domivico jeſunium 
vefas ducimus, wel de geniculis adorare.  Eadem: immunitate_g, die 
Paſche in Pentecofien uſq; gaudemu., Calicis aut pans ctianj_noſtri 


4. 


aqui I decuti in terram anxit patimur. Ad ommnem prugreſſum a 


otum, ad omnem aditum & exitum, ad ueſtitum, ad calciatutn , 
a lavacrs, ad minſas, all lu mina, ad cubilia, ad ſedilis, quwcung; 
207 tonvel ſatio exercer, frontem, eruais ſignac ulo terimum. Harun 
& aliarum ejuſmodi digiplina um ſi leg em expoſtules Scriptuw arum, 
„ ae, "ch 


am irdemes; aut ix, canſuctudo con- 
matrix, & fides obſervatrix. c 3. 
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We, arecuery uneaſy at the, piling upon the ground, any 
oun Cap;or. Bread. We a — 'f orebeads at Fer 
Motion, at our coming in and our going out, at putting 
on ou Glutbs or Shoes, at Waſhing, at our Meals, at 
lig bting.of Candles, at going to Bed, at ſitting down, 
aud ll aur: Converſation... But then he adds, F you 
require @ Scripture Command for theſe and other the like 
Diſarplines,,.y0u will find none : Tradition will be pleaded 
80.30u-for.the, Author, Cuſtom as confirming them, and 
Faith as obſerwing them. Hence the Anſwerer noted, 
that (⁊) Tertullian is ſo far from founding theſe Pray- 
deri upon the wrilten Mord of God, that he plainly declares 
that there is no Support for them to be had from thence. 
And preſently after, hu u the firſt time we hear any 


| thing of this Practice, ſo earneſtij contended for, and it 


A but a poor Recommendation of it, that it 1 ſo freely 


-oxpned to be unque ſtiomably unſeriptural. Whereto our 
learned Author replies, (a) that à little before this 
Faſſage, Tertullian mentions 87757 with trine In- 


* 


merſien, and renounc ing the De vi and bis Worſh 55 in 
the Church before the Prieſt or Biſhop. And afterwards 


among ii ot ber unwritten Uſages, he reckens praying 


- for. the Dead at the Euchariſtick Sacrifice on the An- 


niverſary of their Deceaſe. And then comes in, if you 
demand a Law in Scripture for theſe Uſages, you 
will find none; now as the no Law in Scripture wth 
.Yeference to Boptiſm, can't be applied to the Sacrament, 
For that our Saviour has plainly commanded ; *tis only 
the Appendant Ceremonies cf trine Immerſion, GC. 
For which Tertullian ſays, there is no Law in Scrip- 


ture. And how does the Anſwerer know, but that thus 
Fathers meaning wa, n't that there is no rule in Scrip- 
tue for praying for the Dead, but only chat we bave 


no written Direction to pray fer them onthe anniverſary 


of their Death ? It is an eaſy matter to ak Queflions 
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CY Ks Reaſon, Pe 52. : (a Detence, P. 656. 
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inſtead of giving Anſwers. But I.am perſwaded our 
learned Author does not in his Conſcience” believe 
this is all Tertullian meant. The Words dq hot of 
themſelves direct to ſuch an Interpretation, © And 
there is no Reaſon to take up with ir, ſeeing the 
Sentence in its moſt natural Senſe and Extent is ap- 
parently true, there being really. no Law in Scri- 
pture, not only for the Obſervation of the Anniver- 
fary of our deceaſed Friends and Relations, bur for 
ſo much as any Prayers or Oblations to be made. 
for chem at any other Time. And this therefore is 
a very good Reaſon why the Anſwerer might reſt 
aſſured, that Tertullian's Words muſt import this Uſage 
to be perfectly un'criptural,. As it certainly is, no Law 
abour it being to be found there. But he proceeds, 
with reſpect to Baptiſm and the holy Euchariſt, the no 
Law in Scripture, falls upon the Ceremony, not upon the 
Sacraments, But ſure he cannot think this to be in 
any wiſe a parallel Inſtance ; for theſe Sacraments 
are manifeſtly and undeniably inſtituted in Scripture, 
though the Ceremonies are not. But there is no In- 
ſtitution of Prayers for the Dead, any more than of 


the Time of making them; ſo that both theſe being 


equally unſcriptural, there is all the Reaſon in the 
World to conclude, that Tertullian here declared 
them to be ſo? Here is not fafting on the Lords Day, 
nor kneeling ; nor berwixt Faſter and Whitſuntide, 
and Croſſing upon many Occaſions and very different 
Accounts. And | cannot imagine our learned Au- 


| thor will ſay, that theſe are not ſaid to be unſcri - 


ptural, as well as the uſe of them at the Times they 
relate io : And yet the Caſe is the very ſame, as to 
Prayers for the Dead. . 

But however ſays our Author, (b) was it not poſ- 


fibie for bim to overlook this matter? No doubt it was. 


— 
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And io it is poſſible our learned Author may have 
been miſtaken, and built his Four Uſages upon a 
wrong Bottom. But this he will not own for a faf- 
ficient, Proof that he has done ſo. And yet till he 

ſhall do ir, it can never be ſhewn, from the Poſſi- 
bility of Tercullian's overlooking this matter, that he 
actually did overlook it. But he proceeds; ſuppoſe 
Tertullian t hougbe there was no Rule in Scripture, 
for mentioning the Dead in the Prayers of the Church ; 
it does not therefore follow there was none, but only that 
be did not find it. Nevertheleſs, as the Anfwerer 
had urged before, it is but a poor Recommendation of 
this Practice, that it is ſo freely owned to be unqueſtio- 
nably unſcriptural, that the very firſt Time we find it 
mentioned, we are told alſo by the fame Author, 
and in the very ſame Paragraph, that it is no Scri- 
pture Duty, Nor is it neceſſary the Anſwerer ſhould 
think Tertullian infallible in this Caſe, it being enough 
for his Purpoſe that he could find no Foundation in 
Scripture for. the Uſage we are treating of it; where- 
as, had there been any, we may reaſonably ſuppoſe 
he wonld have found ir. And if Tertullian over- 
looked any ſuch Direction, how comes our learned 
Author not to let us into the Secret, by ſhewin 
plainly where it is to be found ? To have done this 
would have been of much greater Service ' to his 
Cauſe, then all he has ſaid, or can fay without it. 
And that he tells of none but thoſe Two Texts, which 
I bave already ſhewn to be foreign to the Buſineſs in 
Hand, is in effect an Acknowledgement that he can 
find none, any more than Tertullian. Nor indeed 
will he, if he ſearch till Doomſday. 
But yet, (e) upon the Courſe of the Argument, the 
Anſwerer grants, praying for the Dead was not Ter- 
tullian' Invention, but he had Tradition for bis Vor- 


" <4 


(e) Ibid, 


ran 


[mn 
ram. And moreover; (4) u was A Point of Faith in 
Tertullian: Time. A notable D. this! 4 
Point of Faith. Sure our learned Autor does not 
expect to have it received as an Article of the Creed; 
which this Expreſſion would moſt import. 
One would think he did intend this, by calling it # 
Point of Fab. But beſides: the unreaſonableneſt of 
ſich a groundleſs Pretence, he could not poſſtbly 
mean any ſuch thing, if the Neaſaner may be al- 
lowed for his Interpreter. For he renders Fides Ob- 
ſervatrix in ſuch a Senſe as is no way agreeable to 
this Notion. One Generation, ſays he, (e) follows it 
upon the Credit of that which went before. 'Which 
Tranſlation, though nor right, becauſe there was no 
former Generations to be followed in this Practice, 
it not being of ſtanding enough for that; yet it ſhows 
that our learned Author could not call this z Pom 
= of Faith in the ordinary and only intelligible Cons 
XZ ſtruction of the Phraſe. And that he did not in- 
tend it ſo, himſelf informs us within a few Lines af. 
ter, in theſe Words; That is, the Pratt ice fands upon 
a bottom of Tradition, upon the Credit the preſint Ge- 
 neration gave to that before them, © "501 
Zut now our learned Author finds ic Time to leave 
off the Pretence of Scriprure for his beloved Uſage, 
and (f) to fly to Tradition for its Defence. And 
accordingly he asks; (g) F St. Paul, who bad the 
Spirit of God, refers to Tradition, does it ut amount 
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d) Page, 66. (e) Reaſons, p. 11. 

(f) Thus alſo St. Auguſtine baving no Countenance for pheſe 
9 in Canonical Scripture, flies to the Machabees, and thence 
to Tradition for it, In Machabaorum libris legimus oblatum pro 
mortuis facrificium. Sed etſi nuſquam in Scripturis veteribus 
omnino legererur, non parva hac conſuetudine claret autoritas : 
ubi in precibus ſacerdotis, quæ Domino Deo ad ejus altare fun- 
duntur, locum ſuum habet commendatio mortuorum. De cura 
fræmortui s. E I, e) Defence, p. 66, 
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1 49 
to the ſame thing ?. affirming withal that he has pro- 
ved this. But how far he is from having done it, 
have ſheun before, and ſhall not trouble the Rea- 

der with needleſs Repetition. Only I would deſire 
our earned Author, to ſhew that this very Tradition 
was one of thoſe Doctrines St. Paul had delivered 
either to the Corinthians or the | Theſſalonians ; but 
that 1 ſhould be too hard upon him in this Requeſt, 
becauſe it is what he can never do et 
Hie ſubjoins that () we have no ſure ground to go 
wpon, for the neceſſary Duty of believing the Scripture 10 
be the Word of God, but Tradition. But this likewiſe 
have fully diſproved in the former Part of his Diſ- 
courſe; (i) and thither therefore I refer my Reader 
for an Anſwer. | 
Next he ſays, () rhe Anſwerer ſeems to abate of his 
' Rigour : He owns Tradition truly primitive is of great uſe, 
for eſtabliſhing Duty, and explaining Scripture ; and if 
this before us was evidently Apoſtolical, be appears wil- 
ling to grant it neceſſary, and reſign. Now | think the 
faireſt way of repreſenting an Author's Senſe,” is to 
give his own Words; and here therefore I will fer 
them down, as I find them in his Anſwer. (1) J 
could never find that our Saviour has any where referred 
us to Tradition; I own it is of great uſe, when it is truly 
primitive, for ef! abliſhing and explaming ſuch Duties, as 
are not ſo fully taught in Scripture, but that Diſputes may 
ariſe about them. But that Tradition alone, when not 
evidently Apoſtclical, will make that neceſſary which 
& not otherwiſe ſo, is what I am get to learn, And 
What advantage our learned Author can make of this, 
I am not at all ſenſible. ' What Rigour he would 
have the Anſwerer thought chargeable with, he has 
not been pleaſed to declare. As neither what 
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Abatement he here finds, of any thing that had been 
ſaid in any part of the No Reaſon. And ſo..there is 
no need to trouble ourſelves about this Flouriſh, there 
being nothing at all in it; nor any thing being ſaid 
here by the Anſwerer, but what is agreeable to the 
whole Tenor of his Anſwer. 5 5 


| C5 bs * Adam 1 
1 proceed therefore to Tertullian's Tradition for 


theſe Prayers, And here the Anſwerer had ſaid, 


(n) If Papias's Tradition, and that of the Quartode- 
cimani, both hich came in before the end of the Second 
Century, and the former of them a conſiderable Time be- 
fere, if theſe came in ſo early, and yet were, derived 
lower than Apoſtolical Conveyance, it can never be 
proved that Tertullian's was not ſo likewiſe... Here 
ſays our Author, () bis firſt Anſwer, in the ſuppoſed 
miſtaken Traditions of Papias and tte Quartodecimans, 
is already diſproved, and ſo I ſhall leave it. For this 
reaſon therefore it will be requiſite to look back, 
and ſee what has been ſaid to take off the Force of 
the Anſwer, in each of theſe Reſpects. And as to 


the Obſervation of Eaſter, he replies, (o) We have 


great reaſon to_believe the Two. different Traditions. for 
the time of keeping Eaſter were both true. If ſo, then 
either the Apoſtles taught them both as nepeſſary, 
or they only practiſed ehem without any ſuch In- 
junction of them. If they taught them as neceſſary, 
St. Fohn and, St. Philip, muſt teach directly con- 
trary to St. Peter and St. Pa; which has fo Jittle 


appearance of Truth, that 1 muſt rather conclude 


they will be allowed not to have taught any ſucl 
thing. And if they only practiſed differently, with- 
out any Injunction, and both Practices were. not 
thought neceſſary to be 'continued, it will be in» 
cumbent upon our learned Author to prove, that a 
Tradition not once mentioned by any Writer, till a 
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conſiderable. time after the Death of theſe Apoſtles, | 
is yet of greater and ttiore indiſpenſable Obligation, 
than ſuck as had been known in their Time, and 
was faithfully rranſmitted down from them. And 
for this Reaſon, becauſe till this is clearly made 
our Tertulliams Tradition here inſiſted upon, muſt 
inevitably ſtand upon a very weak and fandy Foun- 
dation, and there can be no truſting to it, or re- 
B e it for the neceſſity of praying for the 
Dead, It cannot be ſuppoſed of greater Authority, 
than a Tradition teftified to have been derived from 
the Apoſtles themfetves And if ſuch an one may 
be ſet aſide as not Obligarory, for want of an In- 
junction to ſupport it, much more may this. But 
then, ſays. he, (p) the Church did not think this di. 
werſrry of Practice ſafficient 10 break Communion : Po- 
lycarp and Anicetus communicated together. How 
excufable then maſt this leave thoſe of our new 
Reformation, who break off from Communion with 
their Brechren, for the ſake'of ſich Ufages as have 
far les to be ſaid for chem ? Efpecially confidering; 
(4) there is no Article of Faith, no poſtrue Inftitution, 
no Precept of Morality in our preſent Controverſy, any 
more than in that about the Time of Eafer. 
As to the Millenium our Author Anſwers. Firſt, 
Here . miſtake in repreſenting the matter which 1 
have already yielded to him; and have ſhewn with · 
al, chat it lies at his own, not at the Anſwerer's 
Poor. pg z mo, Nene PTS. * nor 
wery generally believed in thoſe early Agen of Cbriſtia- 
57 51 e much more ak Fi, 40 1477 
for the Dead was tangttt and practiced, before the 
P onrnry: Thirdly, The Millennian Tradition 
may be Orthodox, for ought the Anſwerer bas ſaid to 
the contrary, whereas his Cauſe required laying the 


. 


(p) Defence, . 10. (9) b. 
. 5 | Miſt ale 


F. 


Miſtake open, before be had undertaken to argue from it 
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If our learned Author be willing to undercake the 
Proof of this Fancy, he may do it as ſoon as he 
pleaſes. For my part 1 think it ſufficient for my 
purpoſe, that there is fo little co be ſaid for the Proof 


_ of ic from Scripture, that for a long time very few, 


if any, but have given ic over as an Error. | 9fi1 

Again the Anſwerer had ſaid, (r) it is inſinuated, 
as if by Tertullian's Time, it was an ancient Cu- 
itom, and paſt the Memory of Man, to pray for the 
Dead. But this was more than he could diſcover from 
Tertullian. His Dodirine is only that Tradition was 
its Author ; but of hom long ſtanding that Tradition was, 
be leaves every one io gueſs, Whereto is replied ; (5) 
under Favor, bis Doctrine is more than that, he ſays, 
the Practice had conſuetudo confirmatrix, & Fides 
obſervatrix. And what is the commim notion of Cu- 
ſtom. but Immemorial Uſage? I grant the Word may 
be uſed ſometimes in this Senſe, but moſt certainly 
not always ſo; for oftencimes it denotes an Uſage 
that is grown common, but not ancienter than thar 
1's firſt Original is well known, Every one knows, it 
is the conſtant Cuſtom for the Clergy of this Na- 
tion to be taxed by the Houſe of Commons; and 
yer I dare Anſwer for our learned Author, that he 
can himſelf remember when ic was not ſo, but they 
raxed themſelves in Convocation. Nor is any thing 
now more uſual, than for the Commons upon 
any Occaſion to ſend for Perſons, Papers, and Re- 
cords, though there are many now living that Can 
remember when this Cuſtom firſt began. Ir is cu- 
ſtomary now in this Ci y to uſe the bidding Prayer 
before Sermon, which yet was very rarely heard 
here, but a few Years ago. And to recur back al- 
Inolt to Tertullian s Days, St. Cyprian treat ng of the 
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Canon made for engaging the Clergy. not to meddle 
too far in ſecular Affairs, ſays it was (t) ſettled by 
the Biſhips in Council a good while ſince. And yet in 
the ſame Epiſtle, he affirms, that this (u) Decree 
was but /ately made. And the Oxford Notes upon 
the Place aſſure us, that in another Place he terms a 
matter jampridem inſtetutam, long ſince inſtituted, 
that was hardly done a Year. before. So little can 
be inferred for our Author's turn, from what Tertul- 
lian ſpeaks of this Practice of praying for the Dead, 
being confirmed by Cuſtom. And indeed the Words 
themſelves ſeem to me to be directly againſt him; 
Cuſtom confirms it. Which Cuſtom in all appear- 
ance muſt have ariſen from the Tradition pleaded 
firlt ; and it that cannot be proved Immemorial, much 
leſs can this, Oh but there was Fides Obſervatrix 
too, fo that ihe Practice ſlands upon a bottom of Tra- 
ation, upon the Credit the preſent Generation gave to 
Lat befoie them. And what it thoſe who lived in the 
beginnirg of the Third Century, uſed it upon the 
Crecit ot thoſe who lived about the middle of the 
Second, this will never prove it to be of Apoſtolical, 
either Inſtitution or Practice; nor indeed to be any 
way Ellential. But if this will not, there is another 
Aſlertion of Tertullian he thinks may do it more ef- 
fectually, wherein he teſtifies, that this Cuſtom could 
weuch Apoſtolical Tradition; namely, (x) Where there 
1s no written Rule for general Practice, we ought in 
riaſorable Cenſtruction to believe the Riſe from ſome Apo- 
ſtle or ther. For Anſwer whereunto, I deſire it may 
be remembred, that 

Firſ?, This is not an infallible Scripture Doctrine, 
but only a ſaying of Tertullian; in which it was poſ- 


(7?) Cum jampridem in Concilio Epiſcocorum ſtatutum fit. 
Epiſt. 1. () Formam nuper in Concilio à Sacerdotibus 
datam. Ibid, (x) Defence, p. 68, 


ſible 


. 


ſible he might wo miſtaken. Our learned Author is 
pleaſed to ſay, ()) if tbe Anſwerer believed Tertul- 
lian infallible, he would newer take ſo much pains to 
diſable bis Authority. And for my part, Þniuſt own, 
that if our learned Author believed him to be ſo, 1 
am fully perſwaded, he would tell us it very en 
which he has not yet done. 

Secondly, Tertullian is not fo fully muten of the 
matter, as to aſſert this as an undoubted Truth, but 
only as a probable Perſwaſion, and ſuch as he thought 
might be fairly inferred; as a high Probability, not 
as an unqueſtionable Certainty. Which yet were 
abſolutely neceſſary to make any thing become an 
ellential Part of Chriſtianity. It is only ex inter pre- 
tatione rationis, from a rational Interpretation, as he 
expreſſes it; and this is not enough to ellabliſn an 
undoubted Maxim i in Chriſtianit + 

Thirdly, Suppoſing this Practice were from an * 
poſtle, Which no way appears; yet he does not ſay 
it was enjoyned by that Apoſtle, whoſoever it were; 
as of neceſſary, and conſtant, and perpetual Obli- 
gation. And our Author himſelf has taught us, 
that leſs than this will not ſuffice to enforce an Apo- 
ſtolical Uſage upon us. When ſpeaking of cer- 
tain known Apoſtolical Uſages, he tells us (Y) theſe 
Cuſtoms though mentioned in Seripture, are not men- 
tioned as Commands and binding Ruler, for Practice; 
and ſo rejects them upon this account. So that by 
his own Doctrine, an Uſage may deſcend, even 
from an Apoltle, and yer if not proceeding from, 
or acconpanied with a plain Command, may how- 
ever come ſhort of an indiſpenſable Obligation pon 
the Members of our Church. 

Fourthly, How according to this Doctrine will it 
be ſhewn, that any of thoſe numerous Errors that 
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bad prevailed before the Time of the Reformation, 
unleſs ſuch whoſe Original could be fairly traced 
out and expoſed, were not Apoſtolical ; or any 
other that in future Ages, may poſſibly get into ge- 
neral Uſe, through negligence and want of due at- 
tendance to them? a = Ee. 5 
Filly, Nor need I reſtrain the Rule to ſuch Pra- 
ctices, whoſe Original is not known, becauſe Tertul- 
lian does not ſo reſtrain it. And conſequently Pray- 
ers to Angels or Saints, or the Worſhip of Images, 
-when the Uſe of them became general, muſt hence- 
forward have, been of Apoſtolical Deſcent ; though 
every one knows they were not. og 
-,  Sixthbly, Were this ſaying of Tertullian of as great 
Authority as our learned Author would have it 
thought to be, yet would it not anſwer his End; 
-becauſe this Cuſtom of praying for the Dead was 
not general in his Days, there being not ſo much as 
one certain Inſtance of ſuch a Prayer to be met with 
cut of Africk then, or for a Hundred Years after. 
 Seventh'y and Lafily, There is another ſaying of 


Tertullian in relation to the military Crown, which 


if applied to Prayers for the Dead, might ſeem to 
profeſs them unlawful. (a) F ith headed, ſays he, 
that it is therefore lawful to be Crowned, becauſe the 


Scripture does not forbid it; it may with as much Reaſon 


be retorted, that it is therefore not lawful, becauſe the 
Scripture does mit command it. And I ſhovid preſume 
his Authority to be as valid, on the one ſide, as on 
the other. 1 | 

Our learned Author complains of the Anſwerer, 
(5) for gueſſing that the Tradition for praying jor the 
Dead, was not very (14 in Tercullian's Time. His 


* 


— 


(a) Si ideo dicetur coronari licere, quia nn prohibeat Seri. 
ptura æque retorquebirur, ideo coronari non licere, quia Scri- 


Ptura nop jibeat. De Cor. Mil, c. 2. (6) Defence, p. 68. 


Rea- 
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Reilofe for this Conjecture were Three; and cheſs 
therefore our learned Author rakes into Confideras 
tion, and with what ſucceſs I am now to ſnew. 

Fes The Anſwerer's fi:{t Reaſon he ſays is, 3 

e Tertullian is rhe frſt who takes notice of it; 

fel had it been of an ancient ſtanding. Maltituites 
of others muſt needs have known it, as will as Tertul- 
lan. And does this le irned Gemleman call this 
Recital, and not rather Miſrepreſentarion? If he had 
been pleaſed to give the Anſwerers Reaſon in his 
on Words, it would have had ſomewhat of àno- 
ther Appearance. We hear nothing, favs the An- 
ſwerer, (c) of it, till after that Time, frem any one 
elſe ; as it cannot be imagined, but we muſt have done, 
tf it had been of any ancient ſt auding. This was not 
ealy to be anſwered, and therefore not proper to 
be recited, For which Cauſe he ſteps over to the 
next Sentence, Mulcitudes of others muſt needs have 
known it as well ax Tertullian. Aud there he ſtops 
again; whereas the Force of the Argument lay 
chiefly in the next Words: Aud tbaugb we have not 
many Cbriſtian Authors remaining. that were an wedevt 
to, or contemporary with Tertullian, it is odds never- 
theleſs „but ſome one or other of them, would A leaft 
occaſionally hawe given ſome little hint © of ſuch a Y. 
dition, or of the Practices built upon it, And is not 
this a reaſonable Concluſion ? Or did it not deſerve 
a direct Anſwer ? Why then muſt we be told that 
Multitudes did know it as well as Tertullian ? Did this 
anſwer the Objection, that no Writer in any part of 
the Criſtian World had given any Hint of it beſides 
Tertullian? 1 muſt do our learned Author the Ju- 
ſtice to acknOwledge, he does not make ſuch boaſt 
of this Practice being Autient, General and Uninter- 
rupted, as he does of the Mixture. But vet he is 
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(c) No Rea n, p. 78. 1 „ Vos 
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very unwilling to own that this was not a general 


Practice, till long after Tertullian; though he can ne- 
ver diſprove it. Therefore he pleads, that the An- 
ſwerer himſelf has furniſhed him with' a Reply, 
and (4) ſeems to account for the Silence upon this Head. 

He owns, ſays he, we have not many Chriſtian Au- 
thors remaining, that were antecedent to, or contempora- 
7y with Tertullian. And if ſo, bow can we eapect, 
that all Parts of the Chriſtian Worſhip and Cuſtcms, 
ſhould be bandled by tbem? Bur might nor this Part of 


the. Chriſtian Worſtip, if it had been ſo, be expected 


to be as much taken notice of, as the Mixture in the 
Euchariſtick Cup, which is ſo triumphantly decla- 
red, to have been (e) proved from unqueſtionable Au- 
thority; the beſt part of which Authority is from ſuch . 
as lived before Tertullian, and ſo had as much Op- 
portunity, and as juſt Occaſion too, to teſtify for 
this Practice, had they known any thing of it. How 
far their Teftimony for the Mixture falls ſhort of the 
Evidence that has been ſaid to be in it, has already 
been conſidered. Bur as to theſe Prayers it is not 
{o much as pretended, that theſe, or any of their 
contemporary Authors ſay the leaſt Word of them. 
And ſuice they do not, it is carrying the matter too 
far, to make Tertullian's ſingle mention of them as 
vet, to be a full Proof of their being of neceſſary 
and univerſal Uſe, and from thence incumbent upon 
all Chriſtians. And eſpecially ſince ic has been 
ſhewn, that Tertullian himſelf declares them Unſcri- 
ptural. He adds, (F) If there be no Writer pricr to 
Tertullian, who recommends Prayer for the Dead, it 
muſt be ſaid on the other fide, there is none againſt it. A 
very pretty Tradition where nothing is delivered, and 
that is to be proved not by the Teſtimonies of thoſe 
who are pretended to have been well acquainted. 


——_ 


(4) Defence, p- E9. (e) Page 20. - #3 D. fence, P. 70. 
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with it, but by the Silence of ſuch as had never 
heard of it! And does this prove to be of antient 
landing and immemorial Cuſtom, and derived from the 
Apoſtles? This our learned Author cannot fay. 
However he argues from the Caſes of ſome noto- 
rious Hereticks, particularly the Cermthians and 
Gnoſticks, the Carpocrations and Marcienites, who were 
deſcribed and ſtigmatized by Irenzus. But of this 
unwarranted Innovation, of this pretended ſingularity in 
praying for the deceaſed we hear nothing. er 
beth Blondel and the Anſwerer muſt allow this Uſage 
on Foot in Irenzus's Time. Well, ſuppoſe this; ſup- 
poſe the Practice inſiſted upon was uſed in Africk 
in Jrenæus s Time, ſince there is no one Inſtance of ir 
any were elſe, why muſt it neceſſarily be known 
in France Where Irenæus lived? Or ſuppoſing that 
too, though it is what I cannot yield, what conſe- 
quence is there, that he muſt have been as much 
concerned to write againſt it, as againſt other Errors, 
of a greater and more heinous Nature, and by which 
his People were more immediately threatned ? 

Secondly, The Anſwerer's Second Reaſon agaimſt the 
Antiquity of this Practice, he tells us, (g) is, becauſe 
we find nothing of it, excepting in Atrick, till after the 
Third Century. Nor has our Author any thing to 
invalidate this Aſſertion, but only, that 2ve find ſome- 
thing of it in the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, which lay 
claim to a higher Ara. He does not ſay, that this 
big ber Ara certainly belongs to them, which no doubt 
he would, if he could any way have made it out. 
Yet he tells us, De Marca allows them at the lowef?, 
the Age of the Third Century. But he does not pre- 
tend to ſay that all learned Men allow this, becauſe 
he knows they do not. And whoſoever ſhall be 
pleaſed to conſult the learned Mr. Du Pim, in the 
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firſt Volume of his Nouvelle Bibliotheque, where he 
treats of Clemens Romanus, will there find ſuch an 
account given of theſe Conſtitutions,” as may very 
welt warrant the Anſwerer's O>fervation, that there 


is no Inſtance of Prayers for the Dead out of 14. 


frick, till after the Third Century, ſceing there is no 


Teſtimony pretended to the. contrary, but this. But 


this does not ſatisty our learned Author, he would 
tain put the Aniwerer upon proving a Negative, to 
(b) produce ſome Authority to ſhew this Cuſtom was not 
known, nor practiſed m the reſt of Chriſt:ndom, till after 
the Period laſt mentioned. A very reaſonable Task to 
be impoſed ! And wlich I promiſe my ſelf, upon Se- 
cond Thoughts he will not think fi: to inſiſt upon. 
It was his Buſineſs on whoſe (ide the Proof lies, to 
have mare it out by good and ſufficient Witneſs, 
that this Cuſtom was well. known and obſerved in 
_ the reſt of Chriſtendom ;, but it was better to rake it 
for granted, than go about to prove it, and eafier to 
call upon the Anſwerer to ſhew that the reſt of 
Onriſtendom declared againſt it, than to make it 
_ evident they then knew any thing at all of it. As 
if a Man ſhould urdertake to demonſtrate, that the 
Americans have Wings and fly from one part of the 
Country to another, or that the Indies are full of 
Centaurs, that daily converſe with the Inhabitants, 
and Live and Trade with them, only becauſe No- body 
has yer undertaken to diiprove this Suppoſition. He 
adde, () Tertullian, 2h wrote in The beginning 
the T hird Century, ranges it among ot ber Uſages ſpread 
far and wide in the Church; ana particularizes d. 
ping three in Baptiſm, aud praying ſtanding on Sun- | 
day, Now I am not fully ſatistied that Trine Im- 
merſion was of tuch univerſal Uſage at that Time, 
as is here ſuppoſed. And l caunot but think ſome 
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nies to prove it, would have been very pro- = 
per. But if our learned Author, either has them 
not, or is not willing to produce them I cannot 


help that. But if this could be plainly proved an 
univerſal Practice in 7errdllien's Days, here is men- 
tion made likewiſe of Honey and Mill in Baptiſm. 
And was the uſe of theſe univerial too? Or why 
were they not mentioned as well as Thrice dipping, 
and ſtanding at Prayets on Sunday?  'Tertulhan 
gives not the leuſt bint of theſe being peculiar to” bis 
own Ciuntry; any more than he — of che Pray- 
ers ſpoken of. Our Author tells us, that in the mid- 
dle of this Third: Century (4). St. Cyprian Wrote, 
and he prattiſed Prayer for the Dead. He held Cor- 
reſpondence with ſevèral foreign. Churches, and 
none of them ever taxed bim with Singalarity. in this 
Marrer. No not even Pope Stephen, who though 
he raves bim warmly upon the Point of Rebaptixation, 
Jet has nothing to charge him ith upon this. Head. 
And this is to go for = abundant Proof, that Pray» 
ers for the Dead was 4 Catholick practice all over 
Chriſtendom; and not only at that Time, but ma- 
ny Years befort i in Tertullian s Days. Bur whether 
is the better Proof, theſe Biſhops and Churches 
not reproving St. Cyprian for this Uſage, of its be · 
ing Uuniverially. practiſed, or the profound. Silence 
of all the Wriers of the Church; except in Africt, 
even from tle beginning to that Time and after, 
concerning it, We ir's not being ſo, I leave to the 
| Reader or any one elſe, to judge. 
Thirdly, The Anſwerer's Third "Roan, = 
Prayer for the Dead was no ancient Pradtite in Ter- 
 tulltan's Time, is becauſe he is inclined to ſuſpect, Ter- 
tullian received this Tradition together 1th hit Mon- 
taniſm. Hereupon our Author is pleaſed to make 
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this tery Kind Obſervation: He is inclined to ſuſpect, 
thai 16, 1 may be, be bas 'a mind to ſuſpect. But is 
there nothing but Prejudice and Partiality byaſſing 
the Mir d, that may incline a Man to ſuſpect? 1 
always thought-a good Probability of Reaſon might 

do it at ary Time Ard lam inclin able to think 
this worthy Gentleman will not deny but it may; 
even when the judgment is free and ut by aſſed, 

and a Man has ro fonäreſs for the one fide of the 

Que ſtion more than the other. Bur not to inſiſt 
upon this. by is he thus inclined? Becauſe Tertul- 
han ſpeaks of this Uſage, not only in his Treatiſe de 
Corona, ſrippsſed to be writien after be was Mon- 

taniſt, but likewiſe in that de Monogamia, and that 
de Exhorratione caſtitatis b-th which are certainly 

Montaniſtical. NHereto our learned Author excepts: 
His Bock de Corona Militis, ſays the Anſwerer is 
ſuppoſ d to be written after he became a Montaniſt. But 

Suppoſals and Proofs are Two Things; and if Proof 
had been ready, I queſt:on not but we ſhould have 
had it. No good Sir, the Reaſon why you had 
it not, was becauſe it was not thought needful, it 
not being ſurmiſed any one would pretend the 
contrary. However, now you ſhall have ſome 
Teſtimonies, that will nor eaſily be fer aſide, Dr. 
Cave, ho had very well conſidered things of that 
nature, tells us that (i) according to St. Ferom 

he conceived Tertullian to have embraced his Mon- 
taniſm about the Year Cxcix, which he reckons to 

be Nine Years before this Tract was written. Dr. 


j Alix expreſly reaches, (=) that it was written a 
ſ good While after he had prote!s'd himſelf of the 
dect of the Montanij/s, Du Pin having enumera- 


ted the former part of this Father's Works de- 


(n) Aft. Literar. in Vir. Tertull. 
Ws) Dec Tertull, vit. & {criptis, 


clares, 


| 353 

clares, (o Her 4 are all the" nul. that can de. oſey bed 
co Tertullian whilſt Orthodox, all the reſt belug cer- 
tainly written, after be was become MAuntaniſt t And 
in the next Page, amongſt he Books written aſter 
his Fall, comes that, dr Corona militii Withi others: 
Baronius argues from an Expreſſion in this very 
Book and with good Reaſon, that '(p) he was then 
neceſſarily become a Muntanift, 8 * be wrote 
this. The laſt 1 ſhall mention is Mir Tillemont, Who 
tells us poſitively 1his Tract (q) was unitten in 
Schiſme. I take Baronius have written, ſince Pa- 
melius's Life of Tertullian, referred to by our Au- 
thor was publiſhed; but it is certain all the reſt 
wrote long after. And yet not one of them is at 
all ſwayed by Pamelius's Computation; not do 
they make any difficulty of profeſſing the con- 
trary. This Point therefore, of the Difcourſe de 
Corona Militis being written by Tertullian hen he 
was become Montaniſt, is by no means diſproved. 
Bur ſuppoſing. him a Montaniſt, () ſays our Au- 
thor, we have, no Reaſon to ſuſped, that when he 
went off from the Church, be left either common Senſe 
or common Honeſty behind bim. And pray, Sir, who 
ever ſaid he did? Oh! But F be bad any Regard; 
cit ber to Conſcience or Reputation, he would not report 
that an ancient Practice, which he knew was otherwiſe, 
and might be eaſily diſproved. And who charges him 
with this? He ſaid there was a. Tradition tor theſe 
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(o) Voila tcus cs ouvrages qu on peut atrilrer 4 Tertulli. n 
orthodoxe, tous les autres effant 'cerrainemet.t ECrits, aprés 
qu'il a elle Montaniſte. Nowv. Bibltuth. Vol. 1. p. 91. de 1“ 
ann. 60. 

1p) Quid quæſo, illi verba venepg ti2qa ſignificant, qnibus 
ait: Plaus ſuprreſt ut etiam Marty ia recuſart meditentur. qui 
Pro Hhetias Spiritus Santi reſſue uni? &c. An, Chriſti. 201. 5. 

(7) De la ccuſonne: duns le Schiſme, & apparement en 235. 
Memaires Tom. . p. 306. (r) Detence, p. 7+ | 
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Prayers, but ef how long ſtanding, he does not 
fay, And it is much eaſier to ſyppoſe it Ancient 
and Immemori l, than ta prove it to have been fo. 
Beſt es he teſt ſies as mich for the Antiquity and 
Univerſakry of the Milk and Honey, of their un- 
eaſineis at ſpilling any of their Bread or Drink, Cr. 
as tor theſe Prayers. and yet our Author does not ſo 
muc as plead that theſe were either Apoſtolical or 
truly Gatholick and general Uſages. Which is not 
weighing by the ſame Weights, and meaſuring by 

the fanje Meaſure. . That Tcortullign was a Men- 
tau ſt, when he wrote the o her Two Tracts. men- 
tioned, de Mynogamia, & de Exhortatione Caſtitatis 
our Jearned Author grants. But then he replies 
60 Hs recommending, Prayer for the Dead in theſe 
Tratts is no Proof that this Uſage had its Riſe from 
Meontaniim. Now any one may ſee the Anſwerer 
does nat ſay he has 7575 t by unqu ſtionable K vi- 
dence: No, our Author (:) commends him for tread- 
ing tendenly, and laying no more Weight upon his 
Aller tian than it will properly bear. He does not 
prupound it as more than a probable Conjecture, 
which in conjunction with others may make it 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that this Uſage might take 
its Riſe from amongſt the Men an ſts. And I do 
not find that out Author has offered any thing in 
con*i-tat1on of this. Blwmdels Suppoſition that this 
Ulage began about 138 Years after our Saviour, 
I oun is prior to the Tire of Montanys's appear- 
ing in ihe World, and might poſſibly be ſome little 
Time before he was Born. And could it be fully 
made out, ] ſhou d readily own it a {: ficient Con- 
futarion of this Notion of mine. But then I muſt 
ſay that we have no Proof of the Truth of this 
Computation; and till we have, it ſignifies little 
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do argue from it. Nevertheleſs, we are told (@) - 
the Montaniſts were far from being wrong in every. 


Part 0 Belief and ractice. Yer this will never 


ſhew that an Uſage of theirs is right and neceſſary, - 
becaufe of their ufing it. Mareover (w) Prayer 


for the Dead was never put inthe Liff of Montaniſtical 


Errors, And a good Reafon may be given for this, 
ſuppoſing it to have been one of them, which is that 
all the Liſts of this nature that are any where known, I 
were written afterwards, when thefe Prayers wers 


ot into more general Ufe ; and it is not co be ſap» 
poſed thoſe wha lived in the Pradtice of them, 
would condemn them, as rifing from the Montan ſts, 

or faulty in any other Reſpect. A 
What cames next is more furprifing, and looks 
as if our Jearved Author were in halt when he 


wrote it. The Anſwerer, it ſeems, had quoted a 


Paſſage from the Acts of the Martyrdom of St. Per- 
pitug and Sr. Felicirgs, which ſhewed that Perpetua 
prayed for her dead Brother Dinocrates, and had 
ſuch a Viſion upon it as he thought very Ant 
ftical ; and whence he concluded that theſe Pray- 
ers might poſſibly proceed chicfly from that Sect. 
Here our Ader (x) deſires to Rnow 122 this Rela- 
tion is brought upon the Board? And I am very rea- 
dy to ſatisfy him: It was becauſe the Anſwerer 


thought it to the Purpofe he was upon. Again he 


asks, does the Author of the Reaſons, & c. cite this 
Paſſage to juſtify Prayers for the Dead? No- body pre- 
tended this; but the Anſwerer, as I faid, thought 
he had a Right to produce any Evidence for hun- 
ſelf that he judged proper, and made uſe of it ac- 
cordingly. What then? Does Tertullian nent iam it? 
This was not in the leaſt inſinuated. To what pare 
poſe then can ihe Narrative ſerve ? To ſhew that the 
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Montaniſts, uſed this ſort of Devotion. And l fog * 
there is no hurt in that. And yet once more, to 
wha! purpoſe, unleſs to miſlead tb. Engliſh Reader into 
a Miſtake, that tis Part of Ter-ullian ? And then by 
making bim the Aut lo- of a ridiculous Story, to diſcre- 
dit bis Jeſtimo ) in «ther Matters ? This, I confeſs, 
is a not able $1zgeſtion, and which every one muſt 
7 bas not ſo much as a Shadow of a Pretence for 
And if he had pleaſed, he might as well have 
55 „it was brought in to diſcredit St. Chryſoſtom 
or Euſeb aus for the Anſwerer no more aſcribed it 
to Tertull an, than to either of theſe. An whether 
I do not ſpeak Truth in this, 1 appeal to our Au- 
thor himſelt; whom! brſeech to caſt his Eye a Se- 
cond Time, over Page 57. and 58 of the No Rea- 
ſon, Cc. and then fairly 405 ſincerely to acquaint 
the Reader, whether he finds any manner of occa- 
ſion for all his Pother And when he i: looking, 
he may pleaſe to turn his Eye down to the bottom 
of the Page, and tell whe: her the Paſſion of Sr. Per- 
pertua and St. Felicitas is not as plainly and legibly 
quoted for this Relation, as ever he ſaw any Au- 
thority quoted i in his Life. I thank him for his 
kindneſs, in being (3) . unwilling to believe the An- 
ſwerer 4.6 {ened it. Though alter all I cannot well 
ſati-fy my ſelf, why he ſhould have offered at ſuch 
an unfair inſiauation, unleſs he had been very wil- 
ling the Anſwerer ſhould be thought to have de- 
fig ed ſomething that was very tricking. | 
But the beſt of it is, the Anſwerer had dealt ſo 
fairly and above board, in referring for this Story, 
not in the leaſt to Tertui lian, but to the Paſſion 
of the forenamed Saints, that it is utterly impoſ- 
ſible to fix this Deſign upon him. And I leave the 
impartial Reader to judge, whether this Suſpicion 


—_— 


(1) Ibid, | 
Was, 


[9] 

with or could be trumped: up, with any other in- 
tent, than purely 20 diſcredit the Anſwerer, and 
weaken his Teſtimony both in this and in other Mat- 
ters. But enough of this. He tells us farther, Ter- 
tullian in his Boo de Anima, commends Perpetua 
for a Martyr of great Fortitude. And I hope ber For- 
titude was not the. leſs upon the account of this 
Vifion, But he aſſures us, that (z) this Booł was 
written A D. 207. This 1 do not diſpute 3; though 
cannot ſo readily concurr with him in his Inte- 
rence, that bis makes kim ſtand clear from the Suſ- 
picion of Montaniſm. For not only Dr. Cave (a) 
judges this to be one of thoſe Works which he 
wrote after he inclined to the Montanifts ; but Mr. 
Du Pm declares (b) it was Written after his Books 
againſt Marcion; and that theſe were the firſt he 
wrote after his Fall. And Mr.'T.!:mont ſays it 
was (c) certainly written in Schiſm. Whence it 
is impoſſible that he ſhould at the writing of this 
Book, ſtand clear of the Suſpicion of Mom aniſm; as 
our learned Author afhrms he did. Now to leave 


5. 


Tertullian and proceed to Perpetua; our Author 


confeſſes, (d) this is the firſt time he ever heard St. 
Per petua charged with Montaniſm: But if he had 
pleaſed he might have taken notice, that the Ox- 
ford Editor of the Death of theſe Iwo, makes no 
difficulty to declare that (e) P-rp-tua was @ Diſ- 
ciple of Montanus. and it is but reaſonable to ſup- 
poſe he would take what care he could to inform 
himſelf concerning her, before he would publiſh ſuch 
a Character of her. Mr. Tullemont profeſſes con- 


* 


(2) Pege 76. (a) Uliſt. Literar. p £9«11, .. - 
(5) Nouv. Biblioth. Tom. I. p. 91. (c) De Fame 
certau,ement dans le Schiſm. Memoires: Tom. 7. p. 506, See alſo 
p. 380. (a) Defence, p. 76. (e) Cum Per pe- 
tau Montani Scquax. Paſs, St. Perpet. & St. pelicit, p. 14. 
| cerning 
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he Hiſtory of her Paſſion with her own Hands; 


and St. Satarus wrote his own great Viſion ; and 
the reſt was done by a contemporary Author, 


7 8 


whom fome belirvr 1 be Tertullian; at leaſt it was 
one of whom there was good Neaſon to cohceive 


that he was engaged in the Fullies of the Montaniffst | 


Which muſt be owned to look, as if he had been 
then accounted ohe of that Set. And even the 
Nature of the Viſion here mentioned gives too juſſ 
Reaſon for ſuſpecting her to be ſo had there been no- 


thing more to be ſaid for it. Our learned Author 


s it ſeems of another Opinion; becauſe there 
art relations of certain others in thoſe Times, that 
were vouchfafed Divine Viſions. Which is not the 
Point between us; our Queſtion not being whether 
any were then dignified with ſupernutural Viſions, 
but whether their Viſtons were ſuch as this of Per- 
pers is related to have been. And this he does not 
atternpt to prove. But inſtead hereof he concludes 
thus. (g) 1 have now done with the Anſweret's Three 
Reaſons, which, with great Fuſtice and Ingenuiy, he 
um, to be uo better than Gueſſes. Now I muſt own; 

| Inever thought it a fault to acknowledge my Dif- 
ſiddence, if | ſuſpected my Evidence were only Pro- 
bable and Corjeckural, having always judged this 
much more becoming, than to boaſt of Proofs un- 
queſtionably Satisfactory, when I am not ſore they 


are ſo; and when a cateful Reader may eaſily fee 


they are not. And accordingly in the Inſtances be- 
fore us, 1 have owned my Notion about Perperad, 
and her Dream, to be but a probable Conjecture, 
or if he pleaſes a Gueſs, But then this, whether it 
do fully anfwer or not, (of which the Reader is to 
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(J) Memoires. Tom. 7. De Ste Perpetue, Cc. Art. 1, P. 232. 
(.) Defence, p. 7. 
judge) 


* 
6 

| 

| 

X 


Y 6 ar 30 
* 


* * =. 9k * * . — 
* 0 I — ey wo 2 
N 1 » 
* 
» 


judge, is but one. of che Wea: wil here mentioned 
by our learned | Anon, and 1 fee no "Wppeardhce 00 


Reaſon, why, ſonld call the other Guelſes cob. 
155 would hatethewh more 


And 1 Mi, ow think, 
Fuſtice and Ingenuity, If he Had brought tothe filter 
and more Katfatdty vidence 1 5 tem, than 


he has yet done, befors he had ungeregelte con 
demn them as qnly, Gaeſſes. © 


Our Author proceeds; 1 Taft Rem. erg 


tullian , that. where be pl ads. aditiorr in behalP 
Prayers for the Dead, be mes 


the ſame Tradition, why then 'u one fentled- Gur for ved 
vival, and the Teſt drops 4? Where, that the Fact is 


truly recited, our learned Author alldws;by making 


no Exception to it. But to the Qieſtiöm raifec 
upon it, he gives two Anfers, The' REPH, E 
them re vive them all as ſocn as they Pleufe, ON GW IF 
one of them were neceſlaty, and the reſt had the 
ſame Tradiri n pretended for them with that; there 


muſt be the ſame Necellicy for the reviving them 
all, as for any one; provided that Tradition were 


enougb to make any of them neceſſary.” And to 


| ſay, Let them revive them all as ſoon 'as they pleaſe, 
is ſuch an evading. the Argument, as'T did not ex- 


pect from our learned Author. And it is indeed 
a giving up the Tradition hitherto inſiſted upon 
And therefore in the ſecond Place, not knowing 
how to infiſt any longer upon that, he ſſies to the Pra- 
ctice of latter Times, to help him out inſfead of if! 
But then, he adds farther, the Reaſon why" they ar 
not equally mſiſted upon, with in ie for the Dead 
is, Firſt, becauſe the Church has thought fit to diſtons 
tinue theſe Vſapes, whereas Prayers far the Dead have 
been ** alng practiſed, &c. W ix. 1 al 15 
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LaGEUISM 9G wiickl , a... 
jure? Ik. the Tradition in Tercullian's Time and be- 


fore, had made them, ęſſentially neceſſary, what 


power had me Church to diſpenſe with the Diſuſe of 
them? This reſolves their eſſentiality not into the 
Earlineſs of the Tradition for them, but into the 
Continuance of it in Aﬀter-Ages, And fo according 

to our learned Authors way of arguing, it is not 
the Pracice. gl his Primo primitive Chriſtians, that 
gives a neceſſary ( REY to any Uſage, but its 
Prexalency amongſt thoſe of latter Times. Which 


9 


T hope be will not call unqueſt tonable Proof. The 
Church may certainly, either retain or leave off 
things e this is N 
that they may take the fame Liberty with fuch as 
of | Eten to Chriſti | URL Which news plainly, 
that the Chufch did not look upon thoſe Uſages 
they thought tit to lay aſide. as eſſentially neceſſary 
Duties; And tho ro ſuppoſe ſpepacted without Reaſon 
in ſa doing, is far from a reverential Opinion; yet may 
we reaſonably perſwade our ſelves, that ſhe made 
this; Difference, becauſe ſhe knew herſelf under no 
Obligation to do otherwiſe. And therefore there 
is no ſuch plain Difference between one and the 
other, but that if they were obliged to the one, they 
muſt for the ſame Reaſon be likewiſe obliged to 
the other. . Secondly, he adds, (&) Prayer for the 
Dead, of greater Importance than the reſt. An Article 
of the Creed lopks concerned in the firſt, and the Com- 
munion of Saints or thoroughly anſwered without it, 
But ſure if it be of ſuch Importance, it muſt be ſo 
for ſame other Reaſon, rather than ſor the ſake of 
the Tradition whereupon it is ſaid to have been 
founded. An. Article of Faith is of a very different 
Nature from, Tradition, which may very, well be, 


and often is where no Article of Faith is any way 
Rs CN eee . : . WW 
- (6 lia. 


concerned. 


J 
concerned. So that this comes in here as à diſtin@ 
Argument for theſe Prayers, and not as a traditio- 
nary Proof of them But in reality before it can 
be made any Proof at all for them, it will be ne- 
ceſſary ro be ſhewn that an Article of the Creed 
does more than look cancerned in them, I mean that 
it really is concerned in them, for all its looks with- 
out this will ſignify nothing. Now before it can 
be proved, that the Communion of Saint: cannot be 

thoroughly anſwered Mit heut theſe Prayers, it muſt ke 
ſhewn in the firſt Place, that the Saints departed 
are capable of being ſomeway benefit ed by our 
Prayers; becauſe if they be of no Uſe or Adyan--. 
tage to the Saints departed, then are they no way 
concerned in them; and fo our Communion with 
them cannot conſiſt of unprofitable Prayers ſent up 
for them; nor can we be obliged to ſend up ſuch 
unenjoined, and withal ineffective Prayers. And by 
conſequence the Argument ſtill holds good, that 
Tertullian Tradition, if it were a ſufficient Ground 
for the reviving the Practice of praying for the 
Dead, muſt for the fame Reaſon plead as loudly 
for the reſtoring theſe other Uſages, that ſo far as 
Tradition goes, ſtand exacily upon the ſame Foot 
- With it. | | ES 
I have now done with this learned Father; and 
have ſh-wn that as he is the firſt that makes any 
mention of this Uſage, ſo he ſufficiently declares, 
that it was Unſcriptural, and by conſequence of no 
neceſſary Obligation. Neither has he given any 
Evidence of its being an Apoſtolical Uſage, or ſo 
much as an Ancient, [mmemorial Cuſtom, tho' be- 
come a Cuſtom in his Days in that Part of the 
Church where he lived. Beſides that he ſays not a 
Word of it, till after he was gone over to the Mau- 
taniſts, and fo perhaps had received his Tradition for 
it from his new Partizans. And laſtly, There are 
ſome other Rites and Modes of Worſhip mentioned 
| | "WS | by 


by 7ereillien, at the fame time with this, and which: 
he owns to ave the ſame Tradition 40 piead for. 
them, and yet are not thought neceſſary to be fre- 
"ſtored; tllo ſtanding exactly upon the fame For 
With this. Which is no leſs than a tacit! Acknows-.. 
* 2 edgement in our learned Author, that this Tradi= | | 
| tion of Tertullian is not àa competent Ground for 
: „ APY Wage eſſentially neceſſary; in as much 
as it muſt either make them all fo, or none at all. 
) St. Cypriats Teſtimony comes next, And here 
ile Anſwerer thinks it not improbable, that this learned 
© Martyr might be drawn in by Tertullian's Autboriiy, 
and receide the Cuſtom of Prayer for the Dead, as an 
"older and hilier Praftice than'veally it was: The An- 
' ſwerer had faid ſomethirg by the way, that he 
might reaſonably expect to have had an Anſwer to. 
But᷑ I find our learned Author judged it more to his 
pPurpoſe to paſs it over in Silence, I come now, ſays 
the Anſwerer, (m) to St. Cyprian, the: only certain 
Autbority for this Uſage in the third Century. And it 
* bard to ſay, a Tradition was both Primitive and 
_ Univerſal as this weuld be thought to be, that appears 
net to be kriown at all, in far the greateſt Part of Chris + * 
" ftendim for the firſt three hundred Tears, and has tut 
. Iwo Advocates for it, that we are ſure of in all that 
time. This a Man would think were enough to o- 
verthrow the Plea of Artiquity and Univerſality in 
behalf of theſe Sort of Prayers. And if our learned 
Author was not of the ſame Sentiment, it is much 
that he makes no manner of Anſwer to it. But it 
was better to ſay nothing at all, than nothing that 
was to the purpoſe, Here he tells us. The An- 
1 erer thinks it not improbable, that this learned Mar- 
5 I! Ir migbi be dramm in by Terwilian's Authority, and 
# receive the Cuſtom of praying for the Dead, as an older 
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00) Defence, p. 79. (n) No Reaſon, p 61. : 
and 


An bolier Practice, thau really it ar. And I cori 
ſeſs the Auſwerer had ſaid, (o) St. Cyprian c 
about half an Age after Tertullian, could not elbe 
ſuppoſed to under fand the Tradition they | in Ar | 
proceeded upon, and its Original, better than be "who 
bad lived ſo long before bim; and Lam inclmed to 
think, (if this Phraſe may be uſed without Exception) 
that this is a Truth not to be contradicted; It fol- 
lows in the Anſwerer, And it #5 not improbable, that 
Tertullian's profeſſing a Tradition for it migbt be 4 
means of recommending it the more to him, and prevail- 
ing wih him: the more_readily to entertain it, as" of 
an older and more holy Extraction than really it was. 
Nor is this any improbable Conjecture, if we con- 
ſider the peculiar: regard St. Cyprian proſeſſes him- 
ſelf to have had for him. St. Ferom ſpeaking of 
Tertullian teſtiſies that he had ſeen an old Man na- 
med Paul, who when very young had been em- 
ployed under St. Cyprian, then of great Age, who 
had over and over aſſured him, that (ↄ) St. Cyprian 
neyer uſed to paſs a Day without reading in Ter- 
tullian; and that he had often bid him reach 
him his Maſter, meaning Tertullian. And can 
any one conceive, that having ſuch a Vene- 
ration for this Father, he would not the more rea- 
dily embrace any Cuſtom or Tradition, for being 
recommended by him ? However, ſays our learned 
Author, (3) The Anſwerer grants this Cuſtom" was 
Sixty Tears Old, in 'Tertullian's Time. But it is 
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(o) No Reaſor, p. 2. () Vidi ego quendam Pan, 
lum Concordiz, quod opidum Italiæ eſt, ſenem, qui ſe beati 
Cv ovriani jim grandis ætatis notarium, cum ic ſe admodum fiir 
adol ſcens, Rome vidiſſe dicerer, retetreque ſibi ſoſitum, nu: 
quam Cyprisnum abſque Tertulliani lei ne unam diem præ- 
teriſſe; ac ſibi crebro dicere : Da magiſtrum; Tertullianum 
videlicet ſigniſicans. B. Hieron. de Scripteribas Eccl. in Tertul- 
liano. (q) Deience, p. 9. 
IE] hard 


[46 1 
hard to tell where. The Anſwerer indeed 9 


mention 4 Tradition of Sixty Tears ſtanding, there- 
-abouts being the 5 Tus allowed it by Blondel, 
then whom he knew none that had allowed it more. 
But he never ſays he was ſure it was ſo much. 
Nevertheleſs let us ſuppoſe it for the preſent, -and 
ſee how powerfully our learned Author's Argu- 
ment would operate upon it. Can we imagine, 
ſays he, the Church under ſo ſupernatural 4 Guidance 
48 it then was, ſhould be miſlead into ſuperſtitions and 
unauthorized Worſhip Which is ſuppoſing inſtead of 
proving. For 675 he takes ir for granted that this 
was the general Worſhip of the Church at that Time. 

Whereas he had been told more than once, that it 
was the Worſhip of the African only. And does 
he think 2 At leaſt has he ſaid any thing to make it 

Good, that their ſupernatural Aſſiſtances were ſuch, 

as that none in any part of the World were liable 
to Error, or to Embrace any ſort of Worſhip not 
duly authorized by our Saviour? Which might ea- 
ſily be, without imagining the whole Church in- 
volved in the like Misfortune. And if St. Cyprian 

happened into it by means of a Tradition got into 
his part of the Church before his Time, and the 
rather becauſe recommended by Tt emule, for 
whom he exprefled ſuch a peculiar Reſpect, this 
might well enough be, without his embracing the 
DoArines of Montanus. And ſo he might not have 
any Blemiſh of this Nature yet thrown upon bis Me- 
mory. Nor do I know any one that has ever charg- 
ed him with it; I am ſure the Anſwerer has not. 

Our learned Author proceeds, (r) and ſays the 
Anſwerer flotes in his Sentiment and grows unſteady. 

He is pleaſed to be free with the Anſwerer, and to 
draw up frequent Charges againſt him, which he 
might as well have ares without © injuring his own 
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(r) Defence, p. 20. 
5 .. Cauſe. 
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| Cauſe.” He ſcems „Nys be, will ; | 
Cyprian, nd male ke. find of from Prin for 
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the Dead. Now' it is certain the Anſwerer with all 
his fring, does not ſay St. Cyprian never owned” 
any praying for the Dead, (s) daf dg 

ſometimes ſpeak of thoſe Prayers. 


my he adds, 


that it can never be proved, as he hopes he has 
made good, that either be had any ſufficient Warrant 
for doing it, or that it can poſſibly become b our 

ble Duty to follow him in (t) itʒ and that he could 


not find this Father ever en r it as ſuch. An d 


here what ſafficient Warrant our learned Author 


ſuppoſes St. Cyprian to have had for this Practice, 
he is not pleaſed to acquaint us; nor that he ever 
recommended it as ſuch. He tells us, I confeſs, 
that if recommending the Dead at the Enchariſtick Pray- 
ers was believed a ſerviceable Office, then without (Jue= 
ſtim, be muſt conclude againſt the Anſwerer that it is 


much in the dark. For he does not ſay it was fer- 


_ viceable- to the Perſon recommended, or bro ht 


him any Benefit; and was not father intended, 'like 


the Church of Smyrnas Commemoration of St. Po- 


Harp, (u) for b Henour, and the Encouragement of 
thoſe that might follow: him. Nor does he ſay what 
Degree of Serviceableneſs would make this our Du- 
9 ; or whether it would be fo upon any the leaſt 

ervice that could in any Reſpect be done by them. 
He does not ſay we are all obhg'd to every — 
St. Cyprian and his Neighbours in Africk might think 
Serviceable, as ſuppoſè in the Caſe of Rebaptiza · 
tion, nor ſhew why more in this than other Cafes. 
And tho he concludes thefe Prayers to be our Duty, 
he does not ſay it is not fo in the loweſt Degree 
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%) No Reaſon, . 63, (t) Defence, 7. r. 


(½ Els 7% of mdanxbroy furiunv, N 2 wnbvmey d- 
*naiv Te x, £Tuikwaoiny. Eccl. Smyrn. Epiſt, de S. Poly- 
carpi Martyrio. c. 18. g 


that 


ſes he did 


our Duty to follow him. But here he leaves us very 
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fame Method. It is true our. learned Author infers 


0483. 


| t can be. „ bags 


them to be an iſperifable and eſſentially ne- 


18 5 Part of our! Religion; t the only Point here 


contended for. And tho he puts ug in mind, (æ) that 


the Decree againlt #iFer, is called, | ſacerdotuns decre- 


tum the Dees of the Biſhops „And to be obſerved; 
by him and his 2 eople, as meceſaril and religiouſly. 
made, St. ene no meaũs geclare that other 
Chriſtians are all obliged neceſſarily to follow tlie 


from hence that Prayer for. the. Dead n A general 
Practice, rea that. St. Cyprian's Teſtimony a x far from: 
Panding angle in the third Century. But What ſort 
of . Conclution., this is, and Upon. What manner of. 
Foundation it is; built let any one judge. St. C y- 
prian was ſaid to be the only certain Advocate for 
this Practice, except I ertulliar, for the three firſt. 
Centuries. And is it any contradiction to this, that 
there were ſome others with him that allowed of it, 

whilſt not one ol chem appears to have pleaded for 
it, and we know nothing of their allowing i it, but 
from him? Again, St. Opriam with others in Afric 
thought it uſeful to deter others from, conſtituting, 


any of the Clergy their Executors, that Geminius 


Victor ſhould have no Oblations or Prayers made for 
him upon this Account, aſter his Death, becauſe in 
doing this he had acted in contradiction to a Decree 
that had been made to the contrary, and that it 
was neceſſary he ſhould be treated in this manner 
for a warning to others. But will this prove this 
ſort of Uſage to be veceſſary and religious in all Caſes, 
and upon any other Account?. And yet once more, 


how can ſuch a Practice in Africk evince it ſelf to 


have been extended over all the Chriſtian World; 
whilſt not one in * other Place Oo _ 11 
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of it, or ſays. a Word for it? Yet our learned Au- 


# 


thor muſt mean this by calling it a general Prackite, 


tho” he cannot ſhew it to have obrained in ang. o- 
ther Church or Nation, Theſe are rate Conſe- 
quences, and plainly ſhew- how ill founded, and 
conſequently how weak and precarious, the Pleas 
for theſe Sort of Prayers adſ.e. 
The Anſwerer had ſaid )) He, was much of Opi- 
nion with Chemnitius, that moſt of the Paſſages in St. 
Cyprian relating to the Commemoration, of the De 
even not excepting that of Victor, were rather, Returns 
of Gratitude and Praiſe for their good Examples and glo- 
rious Martyrdoms, than Prayers in their behalf. Here 
the learned Author makes loud Exclamation, charg- 
ing the Anſwerer with no leſs than Mil- tranſlation 
and Contradictjon, (⁊) noforiozs Miſ-tranſlation, and 
downright Contradiction to the Deſign. Yet he may 
aſſure himſelf, Che mnitiui is not the only Writer 
that has been of this Opinion before the Anſwerer. 
Deſiderius Heraldus is poſitive, that (a) to offer for 


1 * 


, the Dead, and to N fer tbe ſteeping of the Dead, 
ff 


* to offer by the Hand of the Prieſt Oblations and Almi 
in Comme moration of the Dead, and to give Thanks 
for their ſleeping and . reſting in the Lord, ' Whereto. 
Prayers alſo were ſometimes. added. And this he con- 


firms both from Tertullian and St. Cyprian himſelf. 


As whoſoever pleaſes may ſee. To the ſame pur= 
poſe ſpeaks Beatus Rhenanus, who having men- 
tioned it as Cuſtomary to pray for the Dead, adds 
concerning St. Cyprian, that he writes thus to the 
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DD] No, Reaſon. 267... 4 26) Dalence bh be 
(a Pro defunctis off:rre, & ſacriticium pro gdormitione de- 
ſunctorum eclebrare eſt, ob defundtorum commemorationem ob- 
lationes & <l:emoſynas per ſacerdotem offerre, & quoi Core 
miant & 1equicſcanr in Domino gratiae agere. Quibus inſtitu- 
tis deprecat ionem nonnulli aa In Arnib. Adv. Gex fes. 
J. 4. P. 193» ; | 
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captive Canfelfors and Martyrs, () 1 verih being 
e of ou but Day gnd Night, when wth many 
we offer up Prayers in the Sar, den, and in our own 
privare Devorons, we beg the Favour of God full of 
N ene | io Pt Fr 25 BEL? IF | a * 
Jour Crowns and Frelſei. Thi far that Father. How 
ever as hitherto the Martyrs, whilſt in the Fleſh, were 
the Care of thoſe ancient ipians, fo neither did they 
"$4.33 WF,iiw ti: =». ' 3 YJ5:.at* Af L ITS 3 
neglect them heing Dead.” Fer upon the Days of their 
departure, they took Chre to cehmmemurate them, and 
this rot onen, but annually, whenever that ſame Day 
rerurned. This ihe teſt lo, Cyprian teacher ws, in 
the” ſaxth Epi le of. 'bis third Book, writing after th 
manner ; Laſtly, mark.uhe Days of thtir Dearbs that we 
may celebrate er Comimembf al ions at the Remembran 
ces of the. Martyrs, 4nd again in the ffib Epiſtle of 
the fourth "Beck be t+ftifies the fame. We always offer 
Sacrifizes, ſays he, as you remember, as oft as we ob- 
ſerve the Pa ions of the, Martyrs, and their Days, .with 
15 anniverſary Commemoration. Thus be. But wherens 
e ſayl, Sacrifices ate offered for the Martyrs, thu if 
1 ele not, xs to be undeyſiood to mean the ſame in 
Relation to them, as their Commemoration, as much as. 
fo ſay, i ben. Paſſion, or the Commemoration of their 
; þ 3» % ; 35. N34 1 4 : ' 42 uh . % *c 
Paſſion, gruing Occaſim for Oblations and Sacrifices, 
So alſo ays Picberellis, (c)Whoſcever ſhall read St. Cy- 


prian 2vith Arenti:n and Confideration, will find theſe 
Expreſſions to be of 4 ike Ly ns to import 
the [ame Thing, To offer for him that is departed, 
to celebrate a Sacrifice for his having fallen aſleep, 
to name him at the Altar, to put up frequently at 
the Church ſome Petition in their Prayer in his 
nam, to celebrate his Commemoration amongſt 
the Memorials of the Martyrs, to offer Sacrifice for 
him as oft as the Paſſions and Days of the Martyrs 


(%) Annotat. in lib, ad Martyrdt. p. 868. 869. 
(e) De Miſſa p. 160, | 


are 


5 
| 
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are celebrated by an anniverſary Commemoration 
of him. And 'that hence: Rhenanus «pou Tertullian 


ad Martyres, mterprets (d Sacrifices fur the Mar- 


tyrs, to import Sacrihces in Commemorazion f the 
Martyrs; that is to fay, Sacrifices of Praiſe and 
Thankſgiving for them. Hereto alſo agrees che late 
very learned Mr. Dodwell, .'who writes | after this 


manner. (e) As to what concerns ſuch: Commemora- 


tion of the Dead as cbramed of old, it was rather Eu- 
chariſtick, than Propiti „ There are certainly at this 
Day inſtances bereof, in the antienteſt Liturgies we have; 
wherein are the Names of ſome who every. one allows 
are not otherwiſe to be commemorated, than by way of 
Gratulation; ſuch as the-Patriarchs, Prophets, Apoſties, 
Martyrs, and even of all the" Saints, not excepting the 


Bleſſed Virgin herſelf. But St. Auguſtin was. then of 


Opinion, that be who prays for the Martyrs does them 
wrong, The ſame alſo u intimated by divers of the 
Ceremontes uſed in the Management of the dying or 
dead in the Peace of the Church. In which there is no 
Token of Sorrow ir Sadneſ', but all things rather full of 
Joy and Gratulatin. His kindred proclaimed bim 


bappy and eftcemed of Grief as unbecoming Chriſtians. 


Th-y adorned their funeral Pomp, with Candles, and 


| Torches, and Songs. The Priiſt met them as they came 


with Thankſgrving to God. Then were Sentences re- 
cited out of TR — 15 _  bely Reſurrection 
the Dead. Hereupon followed again ſingin 
May and . of thoſe — . dud -4 
Peace. Then ihe Prieſt embraced the Dead, and 
Placed him in the Cemeteries of the Saints. The ſame 
Uſage was obſerved on the Octave, and agam on 
the Anniverſary Commemoration. I ſhall add but one 
Author more, and that is the Right Reverend Edi- 


(d) Sacrificia pro Mart v' bus. 
(e) D. f rt. Cyprian V. F. XXV. 


H 2 tor 
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tor of the moſt excellent Edition of this Father's 
Works at Oxford. Who commenting upon theſe 
Words, (f) Non eſt quod pro Dormitions | e jm afutl os 
fiat oblatio, expreſſes himſelf thus. It a beyond Diſe 
pute, that Oblations were anciently had for the Dead, 
and an annual Commemoration for their falling aſleep, 
pro dormitione eorum. And tibi to the end it might 
be the more apparent, that thoſe who have di:d in the 
Faith, are not Ing but ſtill continue Members of 
the Church, and the Oblations are made in their Name, 
even as if they were yet alive. Which was chiefly per- 
formed on tbe Anniverſary of their Death, Dormitio- 
nis, when their Names were publickly recited; this 
being always accompanied with the Offering of Gifts. 
But yet that theſe were offered as Marks of Hope, 
Faith, and Charity, not for the Relief 7 therr Souls, 
* evident for their being eſpecially offered for the Mar- 
tyre. . , 
g I forbear to produce the Judgment of others in 
ſo plain a Caſe. Theſe all teſtify as well as Chem 
nitius, that both with St. Cyprian and others, the 
principal Part of their Devotions in Relation to the 
Saints departed, was for a long time Returns rather: 
of Praiſe, and Thanks and Alms, than Prayers 
and Interceſſions in their behalf. Tho' it js not pre- 
tended in (g) the No Reaſon, that there were no 
Prayers at all for them, but only that theſe Prayers 
were not the chief Part of their Service in that Re- 
ſpect. But this our learned Author tells us, is (C 
againſt the plain and unavoidable Conſt ruction of St. 
Cyprian's Werds. And for Proof hereof having pro- 
mis d to give 1he Reader Part of the Paſſage cited in 
the Reaſons, It, ſays he, ſtands thus: Non (fferetur 
(perhaps offerretur as it is in Eraſmus's Edition) pro 
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1 (5; Tn Epiſt. 1. p. 3. (32) Page G3. 
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eo, nec ſacrificium pro dormitione ejus celebraretur. That 

, the Euchariſtick Sacrifice heuld not be offer*d for bas 97 

Repoſe. And then he ſubjoins this Queſtion, (i) Doss "- 

the Offering this Sacrifice for the happy Reſt of bus Soul, L 

ſignif) no more 4ban Returns of Praiſe for his gaod Ex- 

ample ? I confeſs I know no. one that ſays it. ſigni 

fies no more; and for the Anſwerer I will take up- 

on me to be his Compurgator ; fer l am ſure he 

has not ſaid it. He ſays they were Returns of 

Gratitude and Praiſe for their gicriaꝶ Martyrdoms, as | 

well as for their good Examples. And this had our 4 

learned Author pleaſed, he might ſo eaſily have 4 

ſeen, that I know not how he contrived to over- ' 

look it. And ſure: they did not offer Prayers and 

Interceſſiors for the Martyrdoms of thoſe who had 

died in the Lord, tho' nothing could be more ſuit- 

able, than that they ſhould meet on the Anniver= | 

faries of their Deaths, to ſend up their Thanks to 4 

God for havirg enabled them fo readily to part 

with their Lives for his ſake. This is very plain. - 

And if our learned Author be of another Opinion, 

he may pleaſe to try his Skill, in ſhewing that Dar- | 
itio here does not ſignify the Death of the Perſon N 

mentioned, but his future Repoſe. or Sleep. For it is 

too much for him to expect, that this ſhould be 5 

yielded him without any manner of Proof; which 7 FJ 

I do not ſee he bas yet offered ar. : 1 
He adds, (E) Nec Deprecatio alique nomine ejus in =_ 

Eccleſid frequentetur: And let no Conſtant Prejers 77 nl 

the Church 0 put up for bim. And here it is incum- ö 

bent upon him to make out that # frequency and 4 

cenſtancy of a Sort of Prayers, is one and the ſame 

thing: Which yet every one knows, is not to be 

done. In the mean time I muſt take leave to fay, 

here is no notorious Miſ-tranſlation yet, unleſs it be 
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[54 ] | 
in che Word frequentetur ; which he may either re- 
tract or try to make good, as ſoon as he pleaſes. 
So that it is plain, his tragical Complaint of zororious 
Ai tranſlation is not to be found except it be on his 
own ſide, the Anſwerer being no wav chargeable 
with any Attempt ot that Nature. And yet after 
all, it remains to be proved, that the Prayers here 

mentioned by St. Cyprian, were ſuch as are now 
pleaded for, and thar they were not rather for 
Mercy and Pardon, and a happy Reſurrection at 
the laſt Day, which will nor content our Author, 
than for any Advantage in an intermediate Stare, 
As I am apt to think they whit, For why elſe, 
does this ſame St. Cyprian teach that we ſhall be found 
(I) ſuch at the laſt fudgment as we are when our Lord 
calls ws hence: 1 f 
Nevertheleſs he tells us farther, that beſides noto- 
rious Miſ tranſlatiun, here is @ down-right Contradi- 
Aion to the Deſign. For bow could they give Thanks + 
for Vittor's good Example, when his Example was not 
good? But what if they did not give Thanks for 
Victor's good Example, but ordered on the contra- 
ry that che uſual Thanks thould not be ſent up tig 
Heaven for him. becauſe of che known Failure in 
his Conduct or Example? He mutt have an admi- 
rable Penetration, that can find out any Contradi- 
ct ion to the eſign in this, which is fo exactly agree- 
able to it. And that () from bence it appears, that 
Pra; er for the Dead was a general Practice, and that 
St. Cyprian's Teſtimony is far from ſtanding ſingle in 
the Third Century, is a Diſcovery, that 1 am a- 
fraid he will never be able to maintain. I am ſure 
he is far from having done it yet. . 


—_— 
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) Qualem te inverit Dominus cum vocat, talem pariter & 
judicat. Morralitate, p. 153. (m Page 82. 
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Next: (a) Origen was mentioned, as a Welter ot 
this Age, who ſays nothing of this fort of Prayer, "2 
no not even in his Diſcourſe mei 2w385- Not to n. 
ſiſt upon what is ſaid to the contrary in (e) the. 
Commentary upon Job, attributed to this Father NR 
Bur of this no notice is taken. | 
So that in the Three firſt Centuries of the church. 
this Practice is very far from being proved Univer- 
ſal; it not beirg once mentioned in any Writer 
till the beginning of the Third Century, nor by more 
than Two or Three! in all that Century; and not by 
any one out of Africk. Though I grant, that 
when it is firſt ſpoken of it is ſpoken of as a Pra- 
Aice, that had prevailed amongſt the Africans for” = 
ſome Years, though for how many is not known.. ' 
And it is wonderful to imagine that a Practice be- —_ 
gan fo late, and only in one Quarter of the World, | 
and having no more Vouchers for it there, ſhould. | 3 
poſſivly be of neceſſary Obligation to all ſucceed- {1 
ing Generations, and in all Parts of the Earth. And 
yet unleſs this were not only poſſible, but undoub- f 
tedly certain, Antiquity can never be pleaded for 9 
the Eſſentiality, or even a far leſs Degree of Ne- 
ceſſity of theſe fort of Prayers. And at beſt can . 
never ſufficiently authorize them. | 
But now our learned Author ſtarts a new Game; 
and becauſe he cannot prove his Point from theſe 
firſt Ages, he hopes A to do it from the 
Fourth. The ir Instance of theſe Prayers I meet 
with in this Century is in Arnobius, () The great 
God is Foe to, Peace and Pardon are "IE for all, 
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(n) No Reaſon, po by. (e Lib 3, Fol. xxxix. | 
C) Summns oratur Deus, pax cunctis & venia poſtulaen", 
maꝑiſtratibus, exercitibus, regibus, familiaribrs, mimicis, au- 
huc vitam deégbntibus, & reſvluris corporum vnd o ve Adv 
Gentes, I. 4. P. 152. | 4 
fer 


"£551 
Magiſtrates, Armies, Kings, for Friends, a Ene- 

LR 5 ry whether alive or 7 But be too Was 
an African, and ſo can prove no more than that 
the Practice now contended for, continued to that 
time in his Country, not that it was a general Uſage 
in his Days. However, the Anſwerer had granted, 
(q) chat in this Age, theſe Sort of Prayers came into 
more general Uſe, and have continued ever ſince in 4 
eat Part of the World. Whereupon our learned 
Author argues thus: He yields us the Feurth Century. 
Bur if he means hereby that whole Century, and 


that the Practice was then Univerſal, either the 


Anſwerer has expreſied himſelf very unhappily, or our 
learned Author ſadly miſunderſtands him. For he had 
only ſaid by thi time, meaning in ſome Part of this 
Fourth Age, theſe Sort of Prayers came into more ge- 
neral Uſe. Whereby he did not mean, that they 
were in more general Uſe from the beginning of that 
Century. As neither is ſaying, that the) came into 
more general Uſe, an Acknowledgement that they 
bad then univerſally obtained; bur only that the. 
Uſe of them grew Common, and thence forward” 
prevailed more and more. And if our Author can 
ſhew that this is not true Doctrine, he may pleaſe to 


try his Skill in confuting it. But 1 believe he had 


as good let it alone. Here again he asks (7) ſeve- 
ral Queſtions, which I ſhall bricfly Anſwer as they 
ly in order before us. 

1. Was not the Church in a State of Purity within 
this Period? By which Queſtion what it intended, 
I do not underſtand. For by the Church muſt be | 
meant either the Church in general, meaning the 
main and principal Parts of it. And in this Senſe 
the Church might be ſaid to be in à State of Pau- 
rity, tho * were ſome leſs conſiderable Irre- 
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(a) No Re:iſo>, ? 64 () Defence, p. 82. 
| gula- 


gularities crept into ſome of the remote Parts of 


including every particular Branch or Member of 


it. And then I muſt ſay the Church particularly 
in Africk, was not in ſo compleat. a State of Purity 
as were to be wiſhed, by Reaſon of its having in- 
troduc'd. ſuch unſcriptural Prayers, as the reſt of 
the Church had not been taught or accuſtomed to, 
eſpecially if they could be ſuppoſed to have impo- 


ſed. them as of Neceſſity? As our Authof would 


have it thought they dic. | 


Again by a State of Purity may bo ron os: 


ther a State of perfect unſpotted Purity, either in Faith 
or Practice. And then I doubt the Church never 
was in ſuch a State of Purity, nor ever will be in 
this World, ſo long as it conſiſts of weak and fal- 
lible Men, who are liable both to Sin, and to be de- 
ceived, Or elſe by a State of Purity may be under. 
food, ſuch a State of Uprightneſs and Sincerity as 
is conſiſtent with the Weakneſs and Infirmities that 
are uſually incident to Mankind. Which I think is 
as much as can here be intended by this Expreſ- 
fion. And thus the Church may be ſaid to be in a 
State of Purity, though ſome Errors of leſs Conſe- 
quence, at leaſt ſome Uſages not neceſſary, have 
crept into ſome Parts of it. And if more than this 
were here intended, it remains to be made out, that 
the Church was then in a State of Purity. If no 
more were intended, the Church may be faid to be 
Pure, becauſe it had no groſs known, and wiltul 
Impieties owned and patronized, and generally e- 
ſtabliſhed in it. | 

Secondly, Have we Reaſon to charge this Anti- 
quity of Fourteen Hundred Tears, this Age of Probity 
and Diſcerning, with falſe Tradition and Wrong Pra- 


ctice? Here it is obſervable, that either this Age 


mult be chargeable with great Error. it they taught 
any thing neceſſary to Salvation, that the former 
8 1 Ages 
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Ages had not hi ſo; or the former _ ww 
been highly to blame in not teaching the ſame 
thing. A0 I preſume it will not be denied, that 
they were Ages of Probity and Diſcerning, as well 
as this; and were better Guides, becauſe nearer 
the Fountain Head. And therefore their Practice, 
for the firſt Age at leaſt, and part of the Second 
univerſally ; and for Two Hundred Years more in 
all Places out of 4frick, muſt be of greater Influ- 
ence, and deferve more Regard to be paid to them, 
than any that came after them; and conſequently 
than this Antiquity of Fourteen Hundred Years, 80 
that no Tradition or Practice, not known in Scri- 
pture, or the firſt Age of the Church, nor to the 
generality of Chriſtians till this Fourth Century were 
confiderably advanced, can ever be made out to be 
Eſſential to Chriſtianity ; yet is it by no means 
granted, becauſe it can never be proved, that they 
were then eſteemed of ſuch necellity, as they are 
wit pretended to be. And by conſequence, Charg- 
theſe Times with teaching ſuch Prayers to be 

El ential to Chriſtianity, as the generality of Chri- 
ſtians till then had not taught or believed to be ſo, 
and with practiceing accordingly, is no leſs, what- 
foever our learned Author may think of it, than 
charging this Age of Probity and Diſcerning, with 
falſe Tradition and wrong Practice. So that this Charge 
recoils upon himſelf and his Adherents. 
| Thirdly, Mere not the Two firſt General Councils 
beld in this Century? Moſt certainly they were. 

Fourthly, Since we receive their 2 why 
ſuould we ſuſpect them miſtaken in their Worſhip; eſpe- 
cially — a Point of Belief is concerne on a? 
This is ſtrange, that a Point of Belief ſhould be con- 
cerned, in an Uſage neither mentioned in Scripture, 
nor in any of the Creeds, nor known in much the 
greater Part of the Church, for above Three 
Hundred Years, nor then declared to be ay — 

ent ial 
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Kenia part of Chriſtianity. If the Effentiality of 
this Uſage be a Point « Belief, 1 dare fay, it it is ſack 
an one as was never found out before. Or if it te 
only meant, that the Communion of Saints is concern- 
ed in it, it then remains to be made out that our 
Saviour, or his Apoſtles, have ſomewhere taught 
this ſort of Prayers, to be a Part of the Communion 
whereto all Chriſtians are obliged. To plead for 
it without this, is but to beg the Queſtion”, and I 
know no Obligarion Lam under to grant it without 
ſome Proof. But fince we receive their Creed, why 
| ſhould we ſuſpeft them miſtaken in their Worſhip ? Does 
this ani} Gentleman then think, that it is in- 

ſſible for choſe who believe aright to be miſtaken 
in any other Reſpect? May not a Man believe all 
the Articles of the Creed, as the Church of Rome 
Pi ar to do, and yet be grofly out in his Wor- 
as the Members of that Church certainly are? 
It is too notorious that they have a Creed with 
Twelve additional Articles, and that the uſefulnefs 
ofa Propitiatory Sacrifice for the Dead as well as 
the Living! is Part of one of them; but yet they ſtill 
retain the ſame Articles of the Apoſtles Creed, as 
well as we. And (s) they Baptize only into 'the 
Belief of theſe. But it will never follow from hence 
that there is no Objection to be made to their 
Worſhip. Whence it undeniably follows, that a 
right. Creed may be owned and profeſſed by ſuch 
as are not to be defended in feveral Parts of their 
Worſhip. But now as to theſe Councils, whoſe 
Creed- we receive, it does not appear, at leaſt | 
cannot yet diſcover one Inſtance, except in Africk, 
where the Dead were prayed for before the Coun- 
cil of Nice. And if there were thoſe who uſed 
theſe Prayers in other Places by the Time of that 
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(5) Ritual. Rom. de S:cramento Baptiſmi. 
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other of Conſtantinople ; yet I know not how ir 
ſnould come to be the Worſhip of that Council, 
ſince they ſay nothing at all of it, and the Adyocates 
for it appear to be as yet but few. And I am 
much miſtaken, if ſo, much as one of theſe few 
comes up to our Author's Standard, to contend for 
it as eſſentis/ly neceſſary ; and wherein an Article of 
Faith is concerned. | KS TR | 

Hence therefore I conclude there is nothing in 
wliat has been hitherto urged from the Probability 
and Penetration of this Fourth Age, that will war- 
rant a Breach in the Unity of the Church, for the 
ſake of this uncommanded, and by conſequence 
unneceſſary Uſage. 20 | . 
The next Appeal is (:) to St. Baſiſs and St. Chry- 
ſoſtom's Liturgies. Theſe have already been (a) con- 
ſidered, and fo I ſhall not need to inſiſt upon them 
here. But ſays our Author, (x) He grants Prayer 
for the Dead was uſed ſixty Tears before Tertullian : 
And is not this one of the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity ; 
Now whoever looks into the Anſwerer, will find that 
he does not grant Prayer for the Dead to have been 
ſixty Years before Tertullian; but only ſays (y) it 
can never be ſhewn to have been much older than that, 
but expreſſing a doubt withal, Whether it were ſo 
Old. Neither does he ever ſuppoſe, or allow it to 
have been then a general Practice, bur quite the 
contrary. And where practiſed, he does not grant it 
to have been looked upon as neceſſary for all Chri- 
ſtians; without which it will be of very little Uſe 
to our Author. Nor will this be any tolerable 
Proof, that it was tranſmitted from the Apoſtles. 
Our learned Author asks farther, (z) Does not 


— 


(: Defence, p. 83. | 
(* No Reaſor; P- 65. and No Suff. Rea. Pt. 1. P. 89. 
(x) Defence, p. *v» (9 No Rcaſon, f. 56. 
6 Defence p 83. : 
; ; Tertullian 
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Tertullian report praying for the Dead @ general 
Practice, and an A poſtolical Tradition? To which 1 
muſt beg leave to Anſwer in the Negative; and ſhall 
take it for a ſingular Favour, if he will be ſo kind 
as to ſhew me where he has ever ſaid this. Becauſe 
ic is What all my Search will not diſcover. And 
whereas he asks again, (a) Has ths Gentleman ſo 
muc b as one ſingle Teſt1mony to ſhew a diſlike of Prayer 
for the Dead, and that tas not always and every 
where received? By Way of reply to this I would 
ask two things. Firſt, Is it ſtrange that no diſlike 
of it ſhould be ſhewn in thoſe Places where it was 
not at all known? As it ſeems not to haye been in 
far the greateſt Part of the Church, for three hun- 
dred Years and more. And again has our learned 
Author produc'd ſo much as one Inſtance of any 
Father, that has aſſerted ſuch a Degree of Neceſ- 
ſity of it, as he is ſo zealous for ? If he has not, as 
he certainly has nor, it is odd to boaſt of Antiquity, 
tho' even wichout Univerſality, as on his ſide. 
Whatſoever Epiphanius writes, it is to be remem- 
bred that he flouriſhes after the middle of this Fourth 
Century, and ſo is no proper Witneſs ſor the three 
former, unleſs he had expreſly teſtifed that this 
Practice had been all along in general Uſe. Which 
I am apt to believe, will not be in the leaſt pre- 
tended. And yet after all, be condemns Aerius 
for denying Prayers to be of Uſe to the Dead, and 
arguing againſt them as making Mens Salvation nor 
to depend upon their Behaviour in this World, bur 
their Care to provide ſome faithful and kind 
Friends, that may offer up Supplication, and give 
ſome Alms for them, afier they are gone from 
hence , but he does not fav thefe Prayers or Alms 
upon their Account are of abſolute Neceflity, Nor 
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was Acrias's Accuſation, that he had denied them 
to be fo, for that is more than Epiphanius can be 
oved to have believed, but only that he held them 
ot to be of Advantage to the Dead. () For which 
whether he really deſerved to be condemned, I ſub- 
mit to any one, that will but ſeriouſly conſult the 
holy Scriptures, and ſee how wholly they have left 
us in the dark, as to the State of departed Souls be- 
fore the Reſurrection, as it were on purpoſe to pre · 
vent our good Friends eſſentiality of Prayers for 
them, and the Papilts Zeal for Prayers to them, 
Our Author flouriſhes again, as he had done be- 
fore, with St. James Biſhop of Niſibu, St. Ambroſe, 
St. Cbryſof om, and St. Auguſtin, Who are neither de- 
nied to have been great and good Men, nor to 
have pray ed for the Dead. But he does not ſay. 
that every thing any great or good Man did, be- 


came preſencly a Duty incumbent upon all that 


ſhould come after him, nor again that theſe great 
and good Men had ever contended for the Eſſen- 
tiality of theſe Prayers. Without which all that 


can be ſaid of them will do his Cauſe no Service, 


(e) However, he defires to_ask the Anſwerer, whe- 
ther he would have rejected the Communion of the 
Church in the Reign of Conſtantine the Great, of St. 
Ambroſe, St. Chryſoltom, and St. Auguſtin? And 
I would deſire to ask him again, whether they 


wouid have denied Communion to any one that 


— — 
* 


(/) H wmimima, A T6 abyep win Tray vouds 


lems on, crougTrt ed] WmKm , en, 6 Cav, 
i otrovopudy ee, I WpsAntaovTu 5 TiHveus \, ei , de 
wa 3H evra) ow Toes kA Ono de YEV nds ive. 
Com, ung do Samteirw, dN KT ow iA ee, of 
s funerma ein, nTwu Yenuam elne, nm pi datiwoms 


Ev Thy NN. Y cuvyiawauy meet avis, ive wi mn xl 


my, und Tt UT d wobuwe of dnugey d uagnuarur 
Cum SJ. Herel. 75, C 3. 
(c) U&icnce, p. £56 


had 


ther than break the Unity of the Church, this 
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be ſure of this, his Queſtion is to no purpoſe. And 
yet if a Man would have choſen to comply with 


theſe Prayers, after they came into the Liturgy, ra- 


would in no Degree vindicate thoſe who chooſe 
rather to break the Unity of the Church, than join 


ina Liturgy which has them not. There is no Pa- 


rity between complying with an Uſage not neceſ- 
ſary in its own Nature, out of Obedience to Au- 


all the Fences of the Conſtitution to bring it in. 
Which it may be depended upon, St. Cyril, St. A. 
broſe, St. Chryſeſtom, and St. Auguſtin would never 
have approved of, nor would have given any En- 


: uürage gement to. 


(% But he proceeds, F he would baue communi= 


| cated with theſe celebrated Fathers, he muſt bave 


Joined in Prayer for the Dead, becanſe this Office was 


Part of.. the Enchariſtick Devotions , and the Cuſtom 


as St. Auguſtin declares of the univerſal Church. 
Now whereas St. Cyril is cited here to prove 
that hir Office was Part of the Euchariftick Devo- 


| Hons, the Reader may pleaſe to take Notice, that 


in the Sentence immediately preceding that referred 
to, they fled to the Interceſſion my the Patriarchs, (e) 
Prophets, Martyrs, that God receive their Re- 

queits by Virtua of the Prayers 9 — Emreaties f 22. 
Which is ſuch an Affront to our Bleſſed Saviour's 
mediatopal Office, chat I cannot imagine our learn- 
ed Author will ever take upon him to plead for it. 
And yet this ſtands perfectly upon the Level with 


Prayers for the Dead, ſo far as Reſpects St. WW 
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And by parity of Reafon our learned Author ſtands 
obliged to receive either both, or neither of theſe 
Uſages upon his Teſtimony. And tho St. Auguitin- 
in his Treatiſe De cura pro mortuu, teaches that 
this ſort of Prayer was in general Uſe, when that 
Diſcourſe was written, yer the learned () Dr. D. 
Pin poſitively aſſerts that this was not till above 
twenty Years after the Concluſion of the Fourth 
Century; and ſo falls not under our Inquiry at 
preſent, which is concerning the Teſtimonies for it 
during that Century, and the Obligation we are 
pretended to be under at this Day, upon their Ac- 
count. It follows. (g) St. Auguſtine was 4 Man f 
Learning and Penetration, and one would think might 
know ſometbing of the Practice of the Church, as far a 
two bundred Tears before bim. And does St. Augu- 
Fine ſay this Cuſtom of praying for the Dead, was 
two hundred Years old in his time? Our Author does 
not affirm it. Nor can 1 meet with any ſuch Aſ- 
ſertion in that Father; I am ſure there is nothing of 
it in the Place referred to in the Defence. Beſides, 
that this would' come far ſhort of proving it an A- 
poſtolical eicher Doctrine or Practice. 

Next comes St. Ferome, whoſe Words as cited 
by this learned Gentleman are theſe. () To! Scri- 
pture Authority could not be pleaded, the conſent of all 
Chriftendom would paſs for an equivalent to. a Com- 
mand; for a great many things are no leſs obſerved in 
the Charch, up.n ihe Foot of Tradition, than if they 
were enjoined by an expreſs Law. This we are told 


far Ecrit pour rEpondre a la queſtion que St. Paulin eveqz 
de Nole avoir proproſee a Saint Auguſtin Pan 421 ga- 
voir, Sil fert de quelque choſe a un-moit d'etre enteiré 
dans l'egliſe de quelque Saint Martyr. Nouv. Bibhoth. 
To III p. 229. in qto. 2 REF 
(g) Defence, p. 86. (2) Ibid, 
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; ſays;' but nat that our Sayipur Gays ic, 
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not char his Apofiles.fay it, nor any ons elſe in their 
nme. And tho St. Ferame ſaid theſe, Words, J b, 
ſeech our learned Author to remember, chat he (aid. 
them in the Perſon of a Luciferion, And then let 
him make the beſt af them that he gan, Beſides, 
that this ſame St. Ferope teaches that we ate to ad- 
here to Scripture, and reject what is not to be found. 

there; as has been already noted, Part I. p. 6. and 
$6,538,777 £% 1 iT 07 G19... anc 
Nw again he teſtifies likewiſe, that (i) when we: 


f ſhall come to ſtand before the Tribunal of. Ciref, nei 


ther Job, nor Daniel, ner Noah can be lard. in any 
ones behalf, hut every Man muſt bear his. own Burdens: 
And if all P for ockers are uſeleis then, atthe 
only time in which our Author can fo much as ſancy 
any one of the Dead to be prayed for in Scripture, 
he would do well to give ſome Reafan, why Pray- 
ers for them in che mean time ſhauld be more Pre · 
valent and Bfficacious. | But this only by the way. 
Next he acquaints us, what he takes to be the 
Ground of the forementioned Aſęrtion. The Ground of 
it, he ſays, ſeems to be, that is, he imagines it to be, 
this, That all ibe Apoſtles Directions are not written in 
the New Teſtament, that ſeweral Points relating to 
Government, Worſhip and Ceremonies, were delivered 

by Word of Mouth; that #beſe uwwritten Regulations 
were carefully obſer ved, and. handled down from one to 
another : And that for this Reaſon, the. conſt aut Tſage 
and general Prathice of the Church x iVoucher ſufpcient. 
Now ſince in the former Ages of the Church there 
was not ſuch a conſtant Uſage and general Practice 
of Prayer: for-the Dead, as is here ſuppoſed, but can 
never be proved, this Ground therefore is impro- 
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(i) cum Ante Tribunal C Hriti venerimus, non Job, ron Da- 
niel, n:c Nos ragare paſſe pr. quoq am, ſed unume u mque 
portare onus ſuum. In EB. Af Galar. C. 5, 
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perly applied to this Caſe. And beſides, it is wretch⸗ 
edly both precarious and uncertain. Precarious 6 
having no Foundation ſor it, except in our Authors 
own Imagination. And uncertain, becauſe Oral, 
unwritten Tradition is ſo exceedingly liable to Ex- 
ror, that no wiſe Man would depend upon it in a 
Matter of any Sort of Conſequence. Why elſe are 
all Hiſtories, all Doctrines of any Weight or Mo- 
ment, liſtructions in all Sciences, all Titles to E. 
ſtares, Cc. committed to writing? The only Rea- 
ſon is, becanſe of the uncertainty of Oral Corvey- 
ance, which is liable ro ſo much involuntary. Mi- 
ſtake in ſome, and deſigned: Corruption in others, 
that a Man can never be ſure of what comes hand. 
ed down to him, by no more creditable a Voucher 
than this. But I need not preſs this Argument any 
farther, ſince whoever deſires to be better ſatisfied 
concerning it, may find it plentifully proved in Di- 
vers of our Treatiſes againſt the Romaniſts concer- 
ning Tradition,” and the Rule of Faith. And yet 
once more, taking theſe Words of St. Ferome to be 
of the Meaning and Force our Author takes them 
to be; even fo they are a ſevere Condemnation of 
his own Practice. Eor the principal Uſages St. Je- 
rome ſeeks to enforce by it, () are Trine Immerſion, and 
Milk and Honey in Baptiſin, and neither to Faſt nor 
Kneel on the L:rd's Day, nor from Eaſter to Whitſun- 
day. And if theſe be taught by a Tradition that 
is Equivalent to a ſcriptural Command, it is impoſ- 
{ible for our learned Author and his Friends to ex- 
cuſeè themſelves, for not having enjoined them as 
ſuch, when they put forth their new Communion- 
Office. And their not doing it ſhews plainly that 
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Cx) In lavacro ter Caput mergſtare: Deinde egreſſos, lactis 
& ellis præguſtare concordiam, ad infantiæ Significationem : 


3 Die Dominico, & per omnem Pentecoſten, nec{ de geniculis ado- 

it rare, & jejunium ſolvere, &c. Atv. Lucifer, RR. b 
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fied not bing, the Church was to be blamed for uſing 
them, till they ſhould have firft proved them fervicea- 
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dy do bby take Tradition to have the Force 


of a Command, as is here pretended. * 


His next Argument is a Dilemma. 60 Ma biber 


theſe Prajers were unſer viceable or not: F they' figni- 


ble. N they were ſerviceable, why ſhould they not be 


jet continued? But (till they want to be proved ſer- 


viceable, and muſt do it, till we can have ſome 


better Evidence for i it, than we have yet met with, 


and till What has been ſaid againſt it can be an- 
ſwered. 

Our next Proof in behalf of theſe Prayers is taken 
from the Fes, and not in their beſt and moſt flou- 
riſhing Times, Var toward the Declenſion of their 
Polity. in the Days of the Maccabees. To this the An- 
ſwerer had replied before, (n) That this ſeems rat ber 
a powerful Argument againſt ſuch Prayers, than a . 
for them; as being a clear Intimation, that there 
nothing to be found for them in Moſes, or the Pro Pros 
nor in the Dod rine of our Saviour and bis A 
add here, nor in any of the former times * che 
Fewiſh Oeconomy; ſince otherwiſe there had been no 
Occaſion for ha ding Recomrſe to tboſe dark and corrupt 
Times of that Church to patronize them. Which I 


preſumed might have deſerved to be cleared up, be- 


fore this Authority were again inſiſted upon. But 
our learned Author has not thought fit to take No- 
tice of it. But as if no 'ObjeAion had been made, 
he ſlides over it, to conſider the Caſe of the Soul- 
diers there teſtified to be prayed for. Of whom 
it is noted (n) that they had under their Coats things 
conſecrated to the Idols of the Jamnires, which is for- 


bidden to the Jews by rhe Law, And the Anſwerer | 
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could oft it was. deſired that e ' ſhould bade am 
Collect inſerted in our Liturgy, for e * 


ſuch. out-of: Hell. Nor does, aur learned Author plead 


for this 3; tho if. this Inſtange of the Agccabees Pray- 
ers be. of any Force, i it, will naturally, follow .that 
he ovght to. do it. Becauſe.bere is as good Evidence 


for the. N. 2cefliry of. praying for the; Wicked and 


Ldola;rous, as: tiere. is for prayingcat all.for the 
Dead. Bu ſays he, tho they, might-exceed in the pre- 
{ent Jnſtences- it does not follow that they, dil la always, | 
Nor does it follow from this Plea in their behalf, 
that the whole was not an excerding what they 
ought ip have done. In a Word, eicher this Ex- 
ample is of Force, or it is not. If it be not, as 
there is all the Reaſon in the World to conclude it 
is not, becauſe nothing like it is to be found in 


_ any of the Canonical Books of the Old Teſtament; 


then it is, brought in here to no purpoſe... But. if 
it be of Force, it proves too much, namely, that 
the wicked departed are to be prayed for as well as 
the righreous, and ſo contradicts our Authors oun 
Doctrine, from St. Auguſtin, and the Apoſtolical Con- 
{tirations,. (p) that unleſs' a Man dies qualified, that , 
unleſs he bas lived zolerably. well, which is not to be 
conceived of theſe Idolaters, be cannot receive any 
Liſſeftance from the Prajers of the Living: Hence it 
appears, that this Inſtance of the Maccabees, is of 
ſo little Moment in our preſent Controverſy, that I 
ſhall not need to Trouble the Reader with any: Arn 
ther Inquiry about it. 

We cqme next to the. Reaſons offered Lo 7. recom- 
menting the Dead i in the publick Service... And here 
1. The: Anſwerer having, ſaid, that () bad. our 
Saviour and his Apoſtles thought our Prayers for good 
People might | improve their Condition, "tis not conceiva- 
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( Reaſons p. „ (q) No Reaſon, p. 69. 
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ble; that they wal have given no manner of Direftions 
about this. Sort of Prayers. Whereupon our learned 
Author asks, (7) How does. it appear they bave given 
uo ſuch Directiuns? If he could have produced any 
ſuch Directions, he might have ſhortened his Work 
effectually. For one ſich Direction would have 
been ſure to be hearkened to, and would have im- 
mediately put a ſtop to our Diſpute. Wherefore 
fince no ſuch can be met with, he is deſirous to 
ſuppoſe. there might be ſome we know not of. 
Which is gueſſing, not proving, . However, let us 
ſce what he has to offer. St. Fobn, ſays he, aſ- 
ſures us, our Lerd did many. other. things be ide thoſe 
which are written. And bow can we know but Inſtru- 
Hions 72 this Head might be ſome of them? Then it 
ſeems we are not to ſearch our Duty in the written 


| Word, or to attend ro what we are ſure our Lord 


has caught and .commanded us,. but to what it is 
poſſible he might have taught if he had thought fit. 
I know not what Opinion our learned Author may 
have of this feeble Way of arguing ; I am ſure I 
can have none. Nor can 1 conceive any thing to 
be a Direction from our Saviour, that is all in nubi- 


bus, and does not any way appear to be fo, or in- 
deed. to be at all. (5) And 4 Fer the Apoſtles he 


concei ves tis pretty Plain, not he is ſure, but he con- 
ceives; not that it is certain and undoubred, bur it 
is pretty plain, two diminitive Expreſſions, and vet 
which come higher than can be made out, that 
St. Paul prayed for Oneſiphorus hen deceaſed. So 
that here is nothing that can be built upon, nothing 
but meer Conjecture, and this ſich as has no good 


Foundation too. And i it is a great Deal too much 


to conclude from hence, that theſe Sort of Prayers 
are of Apoſtolical Tradition, as our learned Au- 
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thor would fain have them thought to be, and as 
he ſays, Tertullian concluded them to be; tho chi 
is more than he can make out. 

He adds, (t) Ti. likewife probable, the Ar kenn 
zel vel, that when a Man was regular and pious in 
the main, ſome Faults might be paſſed over by the In- 
zerceſſions of the Church, and ſome leſſer Failings not uc. 


counted for upon this Score. Which is ſtill - conjecture 


and ſuppoſed Probability, without any Foun- 
dation at all for it; and which can ſignify no- 
thing to ſuch as are deſirous not to deceive. them- 
ſelves. 

(u) The Petition in the Litany an Burial Office 
mentioned in the Reaſons, the Anſwerer thinks will 
neither of them bold for the Dead: But if others con 
ceive they do, why ſhould they, ſay s he, be ned For 
reſtoring "King Edward's Liturgy ® 

1. To this Qneftion, fays our Nanmed Author, { x) if 
my firſt Anſwer ſhall be borrowed from af ' th 
#neaſuneſs then is, becauſe Prayer for the Dead à wt 
fo fally and explicitely expreſſed in the Places now 2 
of the preſent Liturgy, as in the firſt reformed one 
King Edward. But does this learned Gentlem 
really take this to be a ſufficient Anſwer? The An- 
ſwerer had pleaded there, If they have the Subſtance 
of it, ſure it muſt be winch better 'to be content with 
hat, than to make any Brench in the Church of Cbriſt, 
for what themſelves cannot ſhew to be 'abſolutely neceſ« 
ſary, even upon their own Principles. Which 'might 
have deſerved ſome Conſideration '; but that it was | 
much eaſier paſſed over than anſwered. However 
he pleads, that ()) in things of this Conſequence, the 
Senſe (bould be open and determined, and ſtand clear of 
Ambiguity ; we +, coins to be ſure our "Deworions reach lon 


————. 
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Marl, and come up to a Conformity, with. the Ancient 


. Church. Let he does not lay, this is of ſuch abſo- 


lute Neceſſity, as to require a Separation if we 
cannot have it. And I could put him in mind of a 
very learned, and worthy Author, who has taught 
us juſt the contrary. That ſince the Church of En- 


gland bas left her megning doubrful, does is not follow 
From bence, that her Members may conſtrue it to which 
ide of the Queſt ian they pleaſe? Have they not the Li- 


berty upon this Ground to remember their deceaſed Friends 
in their Devotions or nat, 4s their Conſcience ſball give 
them leave. Where the Point is undecided, what ſbould, 
binder them from extending the Communion of Saints 
to the State of Separation? And enlarging their Cha- 
rity to the Church in the other World? There is no Rea- 
ſon therefore of deſerting upin the Score. Mr. Colliers 
Eccl. Hiſt. Part. II. p. 259. Now according ta this 
learned Author's Opinion, the Ambiguity now com- 
plained of, is ſo far from being a juſt Cauſe of 
Separation, that it ſeems rather the likelieſt Method 
for preventing it, and accordingly to be looked 
upon as a kind Inſtance of our Church's tenderneſs 
towards her Children, and her unwillingneſs to be 
overſtrict, or lay any unneceſſary Burden upon 
them. 

2. To bring the publick Service to a Uni formity, it 
may be fairly deſired, that the Mondi Pllitant here 
on Earth be omitted. Bur then the Queſtion is not 
wiether our Author and thoſe of his Opinion may 
deſire this, but whether this deſire will Warrant 
them to make a Breach in the Church of Chriſt, 
and withdraw themſelves from the Communion of 
their Brethren, if it be not granted. And this is 
what I would beg to ſee well proved, were it poſ- 
ſible ; as it is not. He adds, 1f the Zitany and the 
Burial Office comprehend the deceaſed, there u a plain 
Inconſiſtency in the preſent Common- Prayer-Book, But 
why ſo? It is eaſy to ſuppoſe that a Church may 


put 


: L592 5] 
put up a Petition in one Collect, and not put up the 
ſame in another, very conſiſtently with itſelf.” It 
may pray for all that Travel by Land or 'by Water in 
the Litany, and not pray for them in any other 
Part of the Service; may pray for fair Weather in 
a particular Collect, and no where elſe; may pray 
for Recovery from Sickneſs in an Office appointed 
for that Purpoſe, and not in the Euchariſtick Ser- 
vice, and yet be far from an Inconſiſtency. In like 
manner were the Dead prayed for in the Litany 
and Burial Office, the ſame might not be done in 
the Prayer for the Catholick Church Militant upon 
Earth; thus much it is certain might be ſafely 
done without incurring the Charge of Inconſi- 

tency or Contradiction. F 
3. Suppoſing the Dead are certainly recommended in 
the Offices abovementioned, yet un'eſs the Words Mlli- 
tant here on Earth are fruck out, they cant bade 
the Advantage of being remembred at the Euchariſtick Sa- 
crifice, Where I mult repeat the ſame Queſtion as be- 
fore, and deſire to know how they can ſatisfy themſelves 
in a Breach of Communion, even for this; ſince up- 
on their own Notion they have the Prayers contended 
tor, tho' not in their utmoſt Perfection? He affirms 
indeed, that () t by this time pretty apparent, that 
Prayer for the Dead, all Circumſtances conſidered, is a 
neceſſary Part of Devotion; and that ther Principles, 
and their Proofs, ſufficiently Warrant their Practice, 
Bur | muſt beg leave to ſay; before a Practice can 
be ſufficiently warranted, it ought to have not pretty. 
apparent, but certain Evidence for it; and eſpecial- 
ly before it comes to be preſſęed and impoſed, and 
made a neceſſary Condition of Communion, as this 
before us is. And yet upon the ſtricteſt Search I 
can make, I cannot find that it is ſo much as pretty 
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| «pparently, or indeed. any way at all neceſſiry,. 


He oh us farther, (z) ſince the Anfwerer 4 plea- 


ſed to charge them wich making a Breach in the Church 


of Chriſt, he therefore requeſts of him to rake Care, 
that this Imputation fall not upon bimſelf. And gives 
this Reaſon for his Requeſt, that he has not proved, 

nor attempted to prove Prayer for the Dead un- 
lawful. Now the Anſwerer had no Reaſon to 
leave his proper Province, and trouble himſelf a. 
bout the Unlawtfulneſs of this Practice, when he 
bad only undertaken to inquire into, and diſprove 
the Neceſſity of it. And it he has ſufnciently done 
this, as the impartial Reader may ſee he has, I 
know nothing more that is incumbent upon him, 
or that his Cauſe requires of him. Suppoſe then, 
ſays ne, we. ſhould be miſtaken in preſſing for this re- 
vival, why won't this Writer and the Reſt of bu Friends 
comply with our Weakn'(s, rather than come to a Rup - 
ture for a Matter indifferent; and which tho we can't 
wave, they may Pratt ice without ſhocking their Con= 
ſcience, Such Condeſcenſimn as th, he takes to be 
St. Paul's Rule. Rom. 14. If 1 be miſtaken, 1 beg 
our learned Auchor's pardon for it, but! muſt own, 

] cannot but think this is making very bold with 


St. Paul, and his Rule. For 1 cannot apprehend, 


that that Apoſtle preſſes any thing like this. What 
he there directs to, is a Compliance with the Weak- 
neſs of anothers Conſcience in Matters of perfect 
Indifference, and when the Complier is intirely at 
Liberty to do it. But I am veril perſivaded, this 
worthy Gentleman will not ſay, that he directed 


the Diſciples to break thro' the Rules of a fix d 


and ſtated Communion, out of Compliance with 
thoſe of a different Opinion. And yer ir is nothing 
leſs than this, that is liere demanded of us, that we 
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ſhould forſake our own Communion, and difobey 
the Orders of the Church we belong to, and fcan- 
dalize its trueſt and faithfulleſt Members out of an 

undue Compliance with them; and when we muſt 
Act againſt our own Judgments in it. I am ſure 
St. Paul never gave any Rule for this; but would 
have highly cenſured and condemned any one that 
ſhould have pretended to take ſuch an unjuſtifia- 
ble Liberty. It is true, he was for becoming 
(a) all things to all Men; but then he did it always, 
us under the Law to Chriſt, and where he was ſure 
not to tranſgreſs his Duty in it. And till our wor- 
thy Friend can ſhew ſomewhat better than is yet 
done, that we may go over to them ſafely, and 
without the Guilt at leaſt of Diſobedience, 1 hope 
* he will excuſe us, if we cannot accuſe ourſelves 
of a Breach that lies wholly on their ſide. 

The Anſwerer had ſaid, (b) there are other ways 
of holding Communion with the Saints departed, 
beſides Prayer for them; but our learned Author 
ſeems to conceive nothing ſufficient to this purpoſe, 
(c) but Prayer. Tho' he has not been able to prove, 
that they cane: be any way benefited by our 
Prayers. And yet he has taught unſerwiceable Prayers 
to be (d) a ſcandalous Impertinence, to ſay no worſe. 
Yet ſuch according to his own Doctrine, muſt 
our Prayers for the Dead be, till it can be ſhewn 
the Perſons prayed for are really benefited by them. 
And can he think it reaſonable either for himſelf 
to leave, or us to change the Communion we are 
now in for the ſake of 4 ſcandalous Impertinence? 
This he will not ſay. And yet there is no anſwering 
it, but by ſaying, our Prayers for the Dead are 
For their Advantage. And ſtill it will be to no 
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purpols to ſay this unleſs it could be proved too; 
which is not to be expected. But more particularly, 
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I. (e) Praiſing God for their holy Example, and a 
longs De ſire 2» ju with 1 in he glorious 
Wen, fall ſhore of the Requiſnes of Communion. 
And to prove this, he ſubjoins, I may thank God for 1 
Socrates's Reſolution and Contempt of Death, without 8 | 
a ee of any Communion with bim. Very true. 
And yet it is as true that I may give thanks to God - 
for St. Pauls, or St. Peter's good Example, as an \ Þ 
AT of Communion with him. The Intention and SY 
Deſign oftentimes quite alters the Nature of an 
Action. 1 may give all my Goods how valuable ſoever 
to feed the Poor, and yet this may prove to be () 
no Act of Charity, if done out of Vain-glory, and 
to be ſeen of Men, and gain a Reputation among(t 
ſuch as perhaps may be induced by it, to aſſiſt me 
in carrying on ſome worldly Deſign, or for any 
other like ſecular End. Whilſt on the contrary, a 
very ſmall Matter, even (g) tbe Poor Widow's two 
Mites, when given ont of a Principle of Religion, 
and a deſire of honouring God by it, becomes a 
Charity highly acceptable in the Sight of God. And 
by parity of Reaſon, tho' praiſing God for one it 
that was never admitted into the Church of Chriſt, 1 
may be no Act of Communion with him; yet the 
ſame Words when applied to one within the Boſom 1 
of the Church, may be an unqueſtionable Inſtance Mt 
af my Communion with ſuch an one. Whence any | 1 
ane may eaſily ſes, that the Inſtance before us, is 11 
no Diſproof of our communicating with the Saints lf 
in Heaven, in offering our Praiſes and Thankſgiv- 
ings to God for his Graces manifeſted in them, 


3 


(0 Defence, p. 94; | ( f) 1 Cor. 13. 3. 
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but this is ro Proof that it is nothing more. A 


Man, as he proceeds, may defire a og in the . 


Empire of Germany, and to live in the Palace too, 
and all without any preſent Correſpondence with bi Im- 
perial Majeſty. Yet this hinders not, but another 
may beg of the Emperor to beſtow a Place of Truft 


up-n him, not only for his own Advantage, but 


out of an earneſt Defire of ſerving him more ſaith- 
fully than he ſees others do it, and for preventing 
ſuch miſchievous Conſequences, as he obſerves both 
the Emperor and his Subjects expoſed to, by the 
Treachery or Negligence of others employed by 
bim. Which is no mean Act of Civil Communion 
with him. In like manner, one may beg to be 
advanced in God's due time to the ſatrie Happineſs, 
wherein his departed Friends or Relations are al- 
ready inſtated, purely for his own Intereſt. And 
at the ſame time another may pray for this ine- 
ſtimable Bleffing, (H) as the Church of Smyrna did; 


upon the Death of their Biſhop Polycarp, to the end 


he may be capable of prailing and glorifying God 
together with them, to the end he mav rejoice in 
their Happineſs, as well as his own. And I hope 
our Author will not deny this to be an Act of 
Communion with them. 

3. The Anſwerer had inſtanced in ſome other 
Particulars of the like Nature, which our Author 
was equally concerned to Anſwer; namely, a Re- 


turn of (i) Thanks for their Deliverance from under the 
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Bondage 


ie 
2. It follows 3 And 22 for the Defire of | partaking 1 

their Happineſs, What us it but a good Wiſh for onr= 

ſelves? It is certainly a good With for our ſelves; 


/ 
Bondage of the Fleſh, and out of all the Miſeries of this 
troubleſome and ſinful World; retaining an honourable 

| Remembrance of them, and endeavouring that others 
may 'bave the ſame ;, and conſidering them as Fellow= 
members of that one Body whereof Chriſt is the Head, 
tho now in a far happier State, than thoſe they have 
left behind them. And are theſe no Acts of Com- 
munion with them? He has neither ſaid, nor at- 
tempted to prove that they are not. Unleis by cal- 
ling them ( Acts of unrelating and unſociable Bens vo- 
lence, and affirming that they fail ſhort of coming 
Home to the Party. Tho' if they come as near as 
the Caſe will bear, more cannot be expected. Ne- 
vertheleſs to fortify this Charge he tells us. (7) The 
Author of the Reaſons lays it down for a Maxim, that 
all Communion # deſigned for Advantage, and ſuppoſes 
intercourſe and exchange of Offices. From whence he 
infers, that where nothing of this Inter venes, the De- 
fnition of Communion u wanting. I am ſorry the 
Author of the Reaſons only lays down this Aſſer- 
tion as a Maxim, without proving it to be true, 
For want whereof the Inference drawn from it loſes ' 
its Force, And fo I need fay no more of it. And 
yet it will not be amiſs to obſerve, char ſo long as 
we know not the State our departed Friends are in, . 
and whether they are capable of any Benefic from 
us, nor on the other hand, whether () they know 
ny thing of our Affairs here, and can do us any 
kind Offices, it is impoſſible according to this Max- 

im, to be ſure that any Communion is, or can be 
aintained with them; becauſe it is impoſlible to 
e ſure, either that they can aſſiſt us, or we can 
afliſt them. And by conſequence, either theſe a- 
orementi oned are Inſtances of Communion, or we 
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 . can.never certainly maintain Communion with them 
it being at beſt highly queſtionable, whether they 
will ever reap-any Benefit from. all the Prayers their 
Friends can put up for them; or rather being out 
But he obſerves that (n) St. Paul exhorts, that 
Prayers and Suplications be made for all Men: 
He did not think giving Thanks, took in the whole Com- 
paſs. of ſociable Duty. And no doubt it does not as 
to our Brethren upon Earth, becauſe we know their 
Circumſtances, obſerve their Wants, hear their 
Complaints, and beſides have Encouragement from 
Scripture to pray for them. But the Caſe is quite 
different as to thoſe in another World ; inaſmuch 
- as their Circumſtances are concealed from us, their 
Wants unknown to us, their Complaints, it they 
could be ſuppoſed to make any, out of our hear- 
ing, and no Encouragement given us in Scripture to 
hope they may be any way relieved by our Pray- 
ers. And there is therefore no arguing in this Caſe 
from the Living to the Dead; nor any proving 
| | from the Uſefulneſs of our Prayers for theſe, that 
i we are under an Obligation to put up ſuch as are 
uſeleſs, and to no purpoſe for the other. . In a 
Word, Our Charity may be vigorous, and our Com- 
munion perfect, without praying for them, ſo long 
as we cannot promiſe ourſelves by our moſt ear- 
neſt Petitions, to improve their Condition, even in 
the leaſt Degree. 5 
His next Plea is, that allowing the latter Part 
of the Prayer for the Catholick Church, to con- 
tain a Petition in Relation to the Dead, yet (o) this 
is not before the Reſurrection, and ſo it pronounces 
nothing concerning them in the mean Time, whe- 
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ther they be in 4 State of Inſamſbili or Perception. 


1. The only Hint concerning theſe Prayers, he 
pretends to meet with in Scripture, relates only co 
chat time, and therefore can never make it a Duty 
to pray for them in the mean while. So that did 
his ſuppoſal of Oneſipboras s Death hold good, as it no 
way appears to do, all that could be collected from 
it, were only that they ſhould be prayed ſor againſt 
(p) that great Day. And by conſequence the Scri- 
prures are entirely as Silent concerning any Prayers 
for them in their intermediate State, even upon his 
own Suppoſition as our Liturgy is. And it is un- 
reaſonable to quarrel with our Service, for not ex- 
ceeding the Bounds preſcribed us in Scripture. _ 

2. fs himſelf owns that our Church is not wholly 
ſilent, as to the State of the Saints departed, but 
owns in her Burial- Office, that the Spirits of good Peo- 
ple live with God, and that this is ſufficient to declare 
the Church's Senſe as to their intermediate State, tho 
ſhe does not deſcend to a nice Account or Deſcrip- 
tion of it; as neither can he, or any one elle. 

3. But then he rejoint, that this Office comes up 
ſeldom, and is heſs frequented, and therefore cannot 
prompt our Faith, nor ſtrike the Memory ſo often, as sf 
it had run clear in the Communion: Service. As much 
as to ſay, tho here is all that is neceflary to clear 
our Church from the Suſpicion of Hererodoxy, yet. 
in bis Opinion it might have been done more effe- 
ctually in the Euchariſtick Office. This is all I ap- 
prehend his Argument to amount to ; and it comes 
very ſhort of proving ſuch an Alteration eſſential, 
or of warranting a Breach of Communion for want 
of it. Which I take to be alſo a full Anſwer to 
what follows in the next Page, concerning () a 


- — | — — 8 PSA 1 . 


** 


: ** 


2 Tim. 1. 18. 


— 


(20 Det ence, | 9 8. 


kening 


1 * 
2 8 1 9 
ä ů 


* * * nnr 9 wh K 3 „ 9 * W * 0 0 _— 
- Be 9 2 4 27 5 7 * A * 15 * 9%. . . . 1 9 * * rer ACK 2 
8 4 1 4, e 8 7 4 4 A FR. 7 82 8 2 8 
0 % 8 5 
94 . —_ F . a * e * 
y 0 : 4 - * o * . 
˖ 1 — " * 
: 
. * 2 
* 2 — 4 
* 
af 5 
: a # 
Ll 
1 . 


Leine the Notion of Immortality, and refreſhing our 


Belief of unimbodied Spirits, &c. Eſpecially it the Rea · 
der ſhall look back to the No Reaſon p. 73, 74, 75. 
and ſee how faint an Anſwer all that is pleaded here 
is, to what the Anſwerer had offered on his Head. 
Our learned Author proceeds, (r) It i argued in 
the Reaſons, That ſince Prayers for the Dead « ng 
where condenmed in Scripture, the Authority of the 
Church appears 4 very good Reaſon to ſettle a Perſwa- 
fron of the Lawfulneſs of the Thing. To this, ſays he, 
the Anſwerer returns 4 (Queſtion, by what Church 


muſt it be done? Here | would beg leave to ask ano- 


ther Queſtion ; and that is, whether this be dealing 
fairly 'by the Anſwerer? Who. had replied, (s) he 
did nit know it was the Lawfulneſs only that is inſi- 
ſted upon, but the Expediency, and even the abſolute 
Neceſfi 7 of it which was aimed at in all that had been 
urged, Which is undeniable Matter of Fact, and 


ſuch as ſuperſedes all Inquiry about the Lawfulneſs 


of it; and might therefore very well be thought to 
need an Anſwer; only that the Task was too hard, 
and therefore it is paſſed over in Silence, as if no- 
thing of it had ever been ſaid. 5 
And now to come to the Anſiverer : Queſtion; 
By what Church muſt it be done? It was not done, 
ſays the Anſwerer, by the Church in the Apoſtolical 
Age, and tu not now done by our own Church. To 
this ſays this learned Gentleman, (t) As for the 
Charch of England, if ſhe no where commands, ſhe no 
where condemns Prayer for the Dead. Does the Au- 
thority of the Church of England then appear for 
the Lawtulneſs of it? Sure not, if ſhe ſays nothing 
about it. And yet ſuppoſing ſhe had declared her- 
felt ever ſo fully for the Lawſulneis of it; all this 
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that this Was pratticed,' {0 mach As by: any one 
Chriſtian, during the time of any .0 of the Apoſtles. 


On the contrary, he owns it Was Unſcriptural; 


which there | is all the Reaſon in the World to con- 


clude it would not have been, if Practiced or ap- 


proved of b. the ollles, or a Known Uſa en 
their time. g 0 1 A 
He asks farther, Did nt Ft. Jong die n 155 Fe- 
cond Century? Without doubt he 40 ny neither 
Tertullian, nor any one elſe, ever teſti that this 
Was known i W_his DIY.” =. 
Yr Don't Blonde! and the Anſiverer cone 1 
hs Lage began A. D. 138? And i not this full 
. 2 nee for the Ap» SÞlical 6, e? Suppoſe the 145 
rer as well as Blonde! h contels'd this; I am 


ſtrangely miſtaken, if its bebe above Thirty 


Years afrer the Death of the laſt Apolile, and who 
died nar till the, Beginning of the Second Century, 
I am ſtrangely miſtaken I ſay, if this will ever prove 


that to have been the practice of the Apoſtolical 
Age, which it fuppoſ:s not to have b2gun till al- 


moſt Forty Years after that Age was ended. It 
proves it indeed not to have begun in that Age, and 
that it was impoſſible ic ſhould, unleſs A. D. 138. 
were Part ot that Age, which is as impoilible. 
If this be our Author's ful Evidence, I (hall never 
envy him the glory of it. He adds farther, that 


this Practice & not forgotten in an Articie of the Creed. 
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But this. w pots ft ſtill to be made good; ſince all the 

teen ont das been imployed ro that Purpoſe, 
V 


140 far fre ing proved. that Communion With 
the. Saims departed, can no. way elſe be maintain- 
ed, but oat, b Prayers, for them; and thele, as 
far as Appen uſeleſs: ones too. . 

An d 5 1 9 our. learned Author 7 " Evidence 
fails in. for many. 15 1 hall not concern my 
ſelf with his ſummin ic 123 but hall let that 
alone, ill *be” ſhall 0 tried, it he can find out 
* {ome other Proof t char, may be to the purpoſe, 
_ Which this is Hof, 1 

He tells us in the lat Place, (.) The Anſwerer's 


Ja Effort enfeavours to wre t St. Augultin's Maxim 


from us: That whatever i is held by the univerſal Art. 


and always obſerved, i! bout being ſettled þ 
' conciliary Decree, is rightly believed an Apo 22 
Tra lilion. Here J muſt acquaint the 985 that 
tho' theſe, Words are not to be found in the Place 
referred to in this Mar n, he may nevertheleſs meet 
"with them in the 1 1 Chapter of the VI. Book de 
Baptiſmo c. Dinat. Wherefore let us ſee what uſe 
our Author makes of them. This, ſays be, mean- 
ing the Anſwerer, will be f n, Uk in the Caſe. 
And in truth he not only ſays ſo, but likewiſe gives 


his Reaſon. for faying it; and ſuch an one as our 


Author did not think fit to take Notice of (a) Be- 
cauſe, ſays he, be ſuppoſes his Tradition to have been 
always % by the um verſal Church. Which can by 


no means bz gravzed concerning Prayers for the Dead 
To this Exception our Author has not condeſcended 


to mike a particular Reply, as might in Reaſon 
have been expected, but choſe rather to (æ) tale 


the Rule in MOT and ſee what he could make of 
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it by Paten or" firſt fays be, Does not Sr. Ab. 
guſtin poſitively gs, t at projirg for the Dead was . 
the Practice of the univerſal Chure That is to ſay 
in the Fifth, Century, as Was (») noted before. 
and are we to be taught from the Practice of that Age, 
rather than from Scripture? This is more than 1 
have yet been able to learn, or than I believe our 
Author will affirm. He had (z) before recommended 
the Fourth Age, as an Age of Probity and Pene- 
tration, and a Pattern therefore for our Imitation in 
all Reſpects. And if he. inſiſts upon the Fifth. as 
| of like nec ſſary Obligation; he may in like man- 
ner proceed to the next, and ſo on, as believing 
they would not Practice what they bought i ani In- 
ſignificant. And if this be a right way of arguing, he 
may ſet up for the Defence of the ſeveral Innova- 
tions of the Church of Rc, this being their very. 
Method for defending themſelyes. 
He asks, Can ir be ſuppoſed, all Chriſtendom of that 
Age would join, in a Prattice they thought Ill or Inſig- 
| nificant? The Anſwerer has never ſaid this. Nor 
has our learned Author proved it impoſſible for 
them to have had a better Opinion of a Practice than 
| it might really deſerve; and, in particular of this 
Uſage before us. Of which we can find nothing in 
| Scripture, or the Practice of our Saviour or his A- 
paſtles, Whence the Anſwerer had pleaded, that 
it was always obſerved, can by no means be grant- 
ed. Why not? Says the Defender, Does St. Augu- 
ſin give the leaſt Hint that Prayer for the Dead was 
not always prattiſed? Whereupon 1 ask again, Does 
| he ſay it was? Our Author has, not athrmed that he 
dces. And ſure his bare Silence will not prove it. 
He then asks ſeveral her Qui ſtionz, to which 
ſhall Return ſome ochers by "ay of Anſwer ; ; 
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and h hope not leſs ep the pucpoſe, Tix, jndance, 
Does be mſMtuate the univerſal Church bad gone off from. 


i he preceding Ages, and brought a Novelty into the Eu- 
chari{tick Office * Wherenpon 1 ask does he lay they 
had not? It he dots not ſay ſo, as he does nor, 
his filence will never ptove that they had not. A- 
gain, Do any of the Ancients aſſert the Apoſtolica! 
Ae prur to this Cuſtom? D any of them allert the 
contrary ? Again, Do, they tax it for a Singularity, 
and peruliar only to a ſmall Corner of Chriſtendom? 
Do any of them ſay it was not ſo, for above Three. 
Hundred Years? Again, Is it wt ranged with thoſe. 

Uſages that are plainly General, and of the higheſt An- 
ley 6 Is it not ranged rather with ſuch as were 
not iforn the beginning, and had only Cuſtom af- 
terwards to plead for them? Mas it ever ſettled by. 
any conciliary Decree? Moſt certainly by none in the. 
firſt Ages of the Church. And now let the Reader. 
ſee, how far all this will amount towards a Proof, 
(a) that by St. Auguſtin's Rule, tis rigbih believed an 
Apoſtolical Tradition; tho St, Auguſtin has never de- 
clared it to be ſo; and tho' there is no other Proof 
of its being ſo, but there is very good Ground from 
the ſilence of Scripture and primitive Antiquity, to 
reſt fully ſatisfied that it is not ſo. As I have 
ſh2wn more at large than I at firſt expected. 

And now to conclude this third Article. The 
Sum of what has been ſaid concerning it is this. We 
have no Foundation for any ſuch Practice in Scri- 
pture; nor any thing of its being in Uſe in the Age 
of the Apoſtles, and for ſome time after. And tho 
had we had a full Tradition for it in the following 
Ages of the Church, this only could not make it an 
eliential Part of our Religion; yet it is farther to 
be remembred, the firlt Author who mentions it, 
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(a) Defence, g. 10. 


freely 


freely acknowledges it Unſcriptural. Aſter it be- 
gan to come in Ute, it was a conſiderable Time, 
befote any Footſteps of it were to be diſcovered, 
in far the greaceſt Part of the World. No one has 
reaſon yo promiſe himſelf any good Effect from 
theſe Prayers; nor can any one ſhew of what real 
Uſe they can be. And there can therefore be no 
juſt Cauſe for contending. to introduce them; and 
much leſs for making a Breach in the Church for 
them. _ | 

III. The third Paſſage inſiſted upon, is a Prayer 
for the Deſcent of the Holy GhosF upon the Sacra- 
mental Elements. () The Words in the firſt reformed 
Liturgy. and thus: Hear us (O merciful Fa- 
ther) we beſeech thee, and with thy holy Spi⸗ 
rit and 210d vouchſate to bleſs and ſanctity 
theſe thy Gifts and Creatures of Bread and 
Wine, that they may be unto us the Body 
and Blood of thy moſt dearly beloved Son 
Teſus Chaiſt. This ſays the Author of the Rea- 
ſons, is the third Paſſage to be reſtored. But it ſeems 
the Defender and the Reaſoner are not well agreed 
upon this Point; for now it is not thought requi- 
ſire to be reſtored. All the Defender ſays for it is, 
that it is the third Paſſage mentioned in the Reaſons, 
&c. to be reſtored; not that he himſelf deſired to 
have it reſtored. And it is plain he does not, not 
only becauſe it is not preſſed as neceſſary in the 
Defence; but chiefly, becauſe it has been Judged 
more proper to frame a new Communion Office 
different from both the firſt and ſecond Liturgies of 
King EDWARD. Where inſtead of praying to 
God to bleſs and ſandtify the Gifts and Creatures 0 
Bread and Wme, that they may be unto US the Body 
and Elood of Chriſt, they now require to pray in theſe , 
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Words, (e) Send down thine Holy Spltit, the 
witneſs of the Paſſton of ouz Low Jeſus, 
upon this Sacrifice, that he may make this 
Bread . the Body of 25 Chit, and this 
Cup the Blood of thy Chat, withovir any 
manner of Reſtriction, and in as expreſs Terms as 
C. Du Perron or Bellarmin, or any of the moſt zea - 
lous Tranſubſtantiators could ever deſire, and be- 
yond what is uſed in their Canon of the Maſs. And 
there being. ſuch an improvement already.. made, 
5 what may be ſuſſ ected to follow in time? Or wo 
1 can undertake to promiſe where theſe Reſtorers 
4 will ſtop at laſt? Ot which, yet we ought to be very 
well aſſured, before it can be expected, that we 
ſhoul] come into their new Meaſures, it being very 
unreaſonable to leave a certainty for an uncertainty, 
a fx d and ſtated Liturgy for a new one, that per - 
haps in a little time, may be as eaſily parted with 
as that of King Edward has been. Which the Au- 
thor of the Reaſons pleads to have reſtored, but his 
Defender has given up ſince as not anſwering, the 
new Deſign. Which ought well to be conſidered, 
by any that are tempted to go over to them. 
In diſcourſing upon this Article, ſays our learned 
Author, (d) the Anſwerer tells us, The Queſtion is nat 
firſt, whether this be a good Petition, with Reſpect 
either to the Matter or Intent. Nor ſecondly, whether 
if it were-now in the Liturgy, it might not properly be 
uſed, Nor thirdly, whether it might not ſeaſonably 
| be propoſed to a Conwvocaticn, if the Liturgy ugs he 
{i ſpeaks, were to be regularly reviewed. And hence 
1 be infers, that the Anſwerer plainly declares of this 
| Petition, tis better in than out; Which every one 
may ſee is not to his purpoſe, were his Inference 
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duly collected; becauſe were the Petition better 


in, it by no means follows, that it may be better 
irregularly brought in, and without a competent 
Authority. But he may be pleased to conſider, 


that the Anſwerer does not plainly declare it ig ber- 


ter in than out, for he has declared nothing at all, 
but only that none of the forementioned Parcicu- 


lars is the proper Subject of our preſent Diſquiſi- 


tion. Whence it is plain, that he has not any way 
taken upon him to determine, whether it be ber- 
ter in than out , as not being at all to his pur- 
poſe, which was to enquire into the Eſſentiality, 
not the Expedience or Goodneſs of it. Let here | 
will tell him, it is much better out chan to have the 
Fee of the Conſtitution broken down to ler it 

Nor is there any pretence of Reaſon for con- 
1 more than this from 24 Anſwerer" pre- 
miſess. 

But what Gallows: is much. more. Gonfdauhds 
The Anſwerer had ſaid, (e) The Quiſtion i not, whe- 
ther this Petition, or any thing like it 4 enjointd in 
Scripture ; for every one knows it zs not. At which 
our learned Author ſeems to be in a Surprize, as at 
ſome range unheard of Paradox. (f Nor hing like 
it, ſays he, enjoined in Scripture 2: That's ſomewhat 
ftrange, | Does he then produce any Injunctionein 
Scripture to pray for the Deſcent of, Heir Gh 
upon the Bread and Wine? He does not fo much 
as offer at it; but only ſee ks to ſupply the W ant 
of it, by ſay; ing, Our  Bleſſ'd Sai ur at the Inſtitu 
2 of. the Holy Euchariſt bleſs d ibe Bread and: the 

„and commanded | hs Diſciples to db. as he did: 
Ti is. all the Injunction he can find ta pray for 
the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, fo earneſtly pleaded 
for. And his Readers Ruſk be exceedingly c 
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:lous, if they will take this to be a plain Command 
for ſuch a Petition, there being no mention at all 
of the Holy Ghoſt in it. The Words, as cited by 
himſelf, (g) are 'Evaoyiias of Aeg Bong, that is, bas 


wing bleſſed and given Thanks. And if theſe do not 
enjoin this Petition; which every one that will not 
wilfully ſhut his Eyes, muſt fee they do not, the 


Anſwerer was certainly in the right, in denying any 
ſuch Petition to be found in Scripture. wy 


However, if there be no ſuch Injunction to be 


met with in Words, he will try to hook it in by 
Implication; and I muſt follow him therefore, and 
ſee What he will make of it (6) Does not Bleſſing, © 


ſays he, in Scripture Language mean praying for a 
Bleſſing ? And are not the Bleſſings of God the Father 
conveyed by the Holy Ghoſt ? Whereto I rejoin; Can- 


not I then pray to God to purify my Heart by 


Faith, to give me the Victory over the Devil, to 
carry me from Grace to Grace, or to beftow any 


other Bleſſing upon me; cannot 1 pray, I ſay, for 


theſe or any orher Gifts from God in any other 
Terms, than a Collect particularly entreating God, 
to ſend down the Holy Ghoſt upon me? Cannot a 
Man ſay Grace before his Dinner or Supper, 
which is begging a bleſſing from God, without 
Kpplicating God for the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt upon the Meat he is about to eat? This is fo 
groſs, I am aſhamed to mention it, yer it muſt be 
o, if evacſay neceſſarily implies a Prayer for ſuch a 
Deſcent ; yet that it does not, is eaſily ſhewn. It 
is well known *Evaoſey is frequently uſed amongſt 
prophane Authors, and ſure they did not Deſign to 
pray for a Deſcent of the Holy-Ghoſt, which they had 
never heard of. Ariſtophanes in Equit. ſpeaks thus, 
"Funcynozr, Braoutme 786 x eh iv, Which I know 
our learned Author will not interpret to ſignify any 
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thing like his Petition for the Deſcent mentioned. 
Sud renders ibm, henedicat, laudet, celebrer, 
let him bleſs, praiſe, celebrate. And Hehcbi to 
the ſame purpoſe, wei, ub, let him praiſe, 
and i, Ihnen, he praifed, or fung an Hymn. 
And if we come to Scripture , Gen. 2. 3. We 
my told that TynU. Ov = WA in the 
Tranſlation, of the Seventy, W157, d dei mw 
Iᷣuecar mu i,, God bleſſed the ſeventh Day, where 
ic Cannot pollib y. be pretended, that he pray ed far 
the Deſcent of che Holy Ghoſt upon ie. In like 
manner as it had been ſaid Ch. 1. 22, in Re- 
lation to the Whales, and Reptiles, and Fowls, 
ſpoken of in the Verſe before, 'Evaiynmr ayle ò 2105, 
God bleſſed them, And wherein he thus bleſſed them, 
the following Words declare, ſaying, increaſe and 
multiply, and fill the Waters in the Seas, and let 1he 
Fowls be multiplied upon the Earth. And v 28. it is 
faid in Relation to Mankind, *Evaiynow Ae ò 2535 
God bleſſed i hen, ſaying, increaſe and multiply, and re- 
pleniſh the Earth, = Jubdue it, and hade  Dominicn 
over the Fiſhes of the Sea, and the Fowl, of Heaven, 
and all the Cattel, and all the Earth, and all the cree- 
ping Things that creep upon the Earth. Which fully 
declares that God's method of bleſſing chem was, 
by giving them a power to multiply and increaſe, 
and to ſubdue and take Poſſeſſion. of the Earth as 
their proper Habitation, together with a Dominion 
over all other Creatures, not only upon the 
Earth, but in the Air and Water. And multitudes 
of other Places there are where the Word is con- 
ſtantly uſed with as little Appearance of a Petition 
for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, as is in an | 
of theſe. As whoever pleaſes to give himſelf . ' 
the trouble may eafily fee. And if we de- 
ſcend to the New Teſtament, we ſhall find this 
Word frequently uſed there, but never in oui 
learned Author's Senſe. For Inſtance, St. Mat. 5. 
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44. EVN TY; xe l yus Jus, bleſs them that 
curſe jou Where Lucas Brugenſs rightly teaches 
that ivaoyeiv. to bleſs, means rather to ſpeak kindly to, - 
than to pray for, and eſpecially for the Holy Ghoſt 
to deſcend upon, them that curſe you; and for this 
po" Reaſon, becauſe Tegow 34% follows in a few 
Words after, pray for them that deſpitefully uſe you 
and perſecute you, and tis not likely both Words 
would be uſed fo near together in the ſame Senſe. 
And Ch. 14 19. taking the five Loa ves and two Fiſhes, 
and looking up to Heaven, wniſnas he bleſſed, either 
God for his great Goodneſs in the Proviſion he had 
made for them, or the Proviſion they were about 
to eat, by begging the Favour and Bleſſing of God 
upon it; but in neither Sen'e is here any more 
praying ſor the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt at that 
time, than when our Saviour /t at Meat with the 
two Diſciples ar Emmaus, St. Luke 24. 30. or at any 
other of his common Meals. And even in the In- 
ſtitution of the Euchariſt, St. Mat. 26.26. St Chrx- 
ſoſtom reads ivxazacy-z;, inſtead of ivnoſions, hereby 
ſhewing that in his Ju“ gment the former imported 
no more than the other, which every one knows is 
ba ving given Thanks. And in his Commentary upon 
that Verſe, he ſays only, (i) ivxeas?;, Cc. be gives 
Thanks, teaching us how we are to perform this My- 
ftery. St.. Ferom ſays only, (E) bat as Melchiſedeck 
the Prieſt of the moſt high God had done that whereby 
to frefigure him, by offering Bꝛead and Une, be 
might in like manner repreſent the Truth of bi Body 
and Blood. Irenæus favs, (I) He took the Bread which s 
of the Creature, and Ru be thanks, ſaying. Thi s 
my Bod). So likewiſe ſays Origen, (m) Jeſus taking 
Bread, and giving thanks, brake, and gave it to. 
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by Diſciples, ſaying, take and eat for this is my Bolle g 
And robe the 205 and giving thanks, be gave # 
:0 them, ſaying; drink all of it. The ſame Expoſition 
occurs alſo in St. Ambroſe de Sacramentis. (n) But 
becauſe 1 dare not affirm that Diſcourſe to be truly 
his, I therefore forbear to inſiſt upon it; and pro- 
ceed rather to ſome latter Commentators. And here 
Grotius teaches, (o) that having bleſſed, means having 
given thanks, EuNoſiea-, hoc et ier jc having 
bleſſed, that is baving given thanks; for theſe come © 
both to the ſame thing, as is plain, both from the pro- 
miſcuous Uſe of the Words in the Evargeiiſts, and from 
the Uſe and Cuſtom of the Jews. Who accounted of 
_ this Bleſſing no otherwiſe than n of a gtving 
Thanks; inaſmuch as to bleſs God, and to give him 
Thanks are one and the ſame Thing; which they call 
| alſo h or, Sanctification, becauſe the Uſe of all 
Things is then Holy and Legal, when we acknowledge God 
the Autbor of them. So ſays (p) Dr. Hammond, Ta- 
king Bread and giving Thanks, be brake, and gave # 
ro bis Diſciples, to take and eat, &c. And ſo again 
ſays () Dr. Whitby, Feſws took Bread, g ibu ααοe 
and bleſſed it, and brake it.] That ble“ 10 bleſs, bere 
and in St. Mark is the ſame as ivyzerrv to give 
Thanks in St. Luke and St. Paul, and that the Bread 
was only bleſſed by giving Thanks over it, ſee proved 
en St. Mat. 14. 19. 8 

And I am very confident our learned Author cane 
not produce ſo much a one Commentator, either an- 
cient or modern, who has explained our Saviours 
gi ding Thanks over the ſacramental Elements, by 
praying for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt upon them. 
And the natural Importance of ivaeto being con- 
_ Jequently owned to be to give Thanks, the new 


——.. <A 


. 
18012 0 25 ; 
- * — 


(n) L. 4. C. 5. (o) In loc. ( Inlocg 
(4) On St. Mat. 28. Norte k. 
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odd Word to Eucbariſtize, will never be able ta 
change... its Signification. Unleſs we will ſuppoſe 
Almighty God to be Euchariſtized, when St. Paul 
makes this Profeſſion, (r) Firſt I thank my. God thro. 
Je Chriſt for you all, that jour Faith is ſpoken of 
1 55 bout the whole World, and when Fame ſpeak-  _ 
11 the Tongue, affirms, (s) with. this bleſs we: 
000 and the Father. Or the Gift beſtowed upon 
St. Paul and his Fellow Labourers were euchari- . | 
ſtized, of which he faith, 72 that for the G Gi be beſtow-' 
ed upon u, by the means of many Perſons, thanks may. 
be given by many on our behalf. So that our learned 
Author may for ever give over his Admiration af: + 


the Anſwerer's affirming this Petition, for the De- St 
ſcent of the Holy Gboſt is no where to be found in Wit 
Scripture, Since it is plain the only Paſſage he cites ri 
for it, is very far from anſwering his Defign, be- li 
cauſe by no means importing What he would have In 
ta be meant by it. And by coplequener To Enchari- 8 


flize, 07 Eulogixe, or Bleſs the Elements, is a very | 
diſterent Thing from hat he would have it thoughe _ 
to be, and is therefore by no means in other Wards 1 
70 pray for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt. And ſo our. 
Saviour's commanding his Diſciples to do what. be aid, 
has not the Appearance of Proof, of the Ellentiality 
of a Prayer conceived in theſe Words. L 
To proceed, ſays our learned Author: (a) Or 
Lord, the Apoſtle acquaints us, (x) offered bimſe 
to Gol thro' the eternal Spirit. And how. far this will 
anſwer our preſent e f Pl come now to ob- 
ſerve. And in the firſt Place it mak be anon 
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(r) Hd n enact To * Un. Rom. t. 8. 

(s) E 25 WAY E ho + See Y a St. James 3. 9. 
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(#) Detence, p. 103. ( Hes. 9. 14. 


ledged, 


R . 
Jeaged, that Interpreters are not agreed about the 
Oblation here ſaid to be offered by the eternal 
Spirit. (5) Offered in Heayen ſays Dr. Hammond, 
for. that Ohlation, ſays Grotius, muſt be here under 
food, which Anſwers to the legal Oblation made in the 
BE Holy of Holies, which the Oblation upon the Croſs 
doth not, but his Oblation in the Heavens, &c. As 
Dr. Whitby argues with good Reaſon; with more. 
to the ſame purpoſe. But Mr. Fobnſen, and our Au- 
thor from him, (x) will have it to be the Oblation he 
made for us, whilſt he was upon Earth. And a- 
gain, as they are not agreed about the Oblation 
ſaid to be offered, ſo neither are they about the 
Spirit by Which it was offered. ) Some underſtand by 
it the humane Soul of Chriſt, called the eternal Si. 
rit becauſe of its Immortality, and becauſe it en- 
livens the Body whereto it is united to all Eter- 
nity. Others take it to mean the Holy Ghoſt or 
Spirit, the third Perſon in the bleſſed Trinity; by 
which Chriſt is ſaid to have baptized, caſt out De- 
vils, and wropght other Works, And others again 
apply "2" own divine Nature. It is not my 
preſent Defign to enquire, which of theſe are in 
the right; but rather to obſerve, that ſince the true 
Senſe of the Wards is ſo hard to be certainly diſco- 
vered, it will be ſtill harder to build a certain Doctrine 
upon them; bur hardeſt of all to prove the Neceſ—- 
ſity of a Prayer for - the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoff 
from then 
Here he leaves our bleſſed Saviour and his Apo- 
ſtles, and goes to Mr. Jobnſon, who he ſays (a) bar 
proved, that this Ohlation was made though not finiſhed, 
at the In ſtitution of the boly Eucbariſt. And I muſt 
do this learned Gentleman the Juſtice to declare, 


— rn eee oo mon 


P OS Sa os e Y p 


(x) D fence, p.1163; . D h ig be. 


41.6 8540 WR 
that he has taken a great Deal of worthy Ping 
and with excellent Learniag and Judgment in vin- 
dicaring the Notion of the Chriſtian Sacrifice ; and 
with that Succeſs that he has been deſervedly ac-" 
knowledged to have ex hau fed the Subject. But yet 
we may be ſure he is too wiſe to think himſelf in. 
fallible. And ſeveral Per ſons of Learning and Worth; 
have thought him in a particular Manner miſtaken 
in this Opinion of his, that he ſuppoſes our Saviout 
to have begun his Oblarion of himſelf for our Re- 
demprion, when he inſtituted his laſt Supper, and 
thence forward (6) continued it even to his Aſcen- 
fion into Heaven. 

Whereas he himſelf tells us more than orice, G) 
that it was our Saviour's Sacramental, and conſequent- | 
Ty. not his real and natural Body, chat he then offered 
in Company of his Diſciples. And ſince his natu- 
ral Body was nor then offered, how the Oblarier.” 
there made, ſhould be more than Repreſentative of 
that upon the Croſs, or in other Terms that 
they ſhould be both one and the ſame Oblation, is 
a Myſtery 1 find others as well as my ſelf unable 
to comprehend. For which Reaſon 1 mult beg of 
our learned Author, not to lay too great Streſs 
upon a Poſition, that is not ſo clear and convincing; 
as not to leave Room for an impartial Reader to 
disbelieve it. ; 

Bur now again it ſeems he has found, tho' not an 
Injunction in Scripture, for praying for the Deſcent of 
tbe Holy Gott, yet a (e) Text that he thinks may 
give Encouragement for ſuch a Prayer; but ſuch 
as that a Man may well ftand amazed, to ſee it 
produc'd, as it is in our preſent Controverſy. le is 
1 Cor. 14.16, Elſe when thou ſhalt bleſs with the 
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(b) Unbloody Sacrifice pt. I Ch. II. Sect. I. p. us 
8 Page 87. 80. 87. (a, Defense, p. 104. 
Spirits 


Spirit, how ſhall he that occupieth the Room of the was ( 
learned, ſay Amen at thy giving of Thanks? "Em T3 
63 w1aeuige The Place he tells us, rhe learned Ham- 
mond, agreeably to the Ancients Interprets upon the 
Holy Euc hariſt. To which of the other Anci uts this 
is agreeable I ſhall not ſtand ro inquire, but I find no 
conſonancy of it with St. Ferome, St. Ciryſoftom, or Oe- 
cumenius, who ſpeak only of giving Thanks in genes, 
ral, without the leaſt Hint of the Holy Ericharift, But 
as to our Author's Argument; what « Bleſſing with the 
Spirit, but praying fer @ Bleſſing to be conveyed by the 
Spirit? To this ! anſwer, that in this Place it is no- 
thing like it, ic is Bleſſing or giving Thanks, in an 
unknown Tongue. This the whole Drift of the A 
poſtles Diſcourſe manifeits, and it is more eſpecially 
apparent from the Apoſtles Queſtion ; How ſhall be 
that occupieth the Room of, as much as to ſay, that is, 
the unlearned, ſay Amen a? thy gi ding of Thanks ? 
Plainly intimating that he knew not how to ſay 
Amen, by reaſon of his not underſtanding what 
was ſaid, becauſe of his being a Stranger to the 
Language it was ſpoken in. Had the Apoſtle ſpo- 
ken here of a Prajer for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, 
this every one knows had been as Intelligible, and 
an unlearned Layman might as eaſily have under- 
ſtood to ſay Amen to it, as to any other Petition 
or Collect. And that he could not do ſo when one 
ſpake by the Spirit, is an undeniable Indication that 
this Text is meant of one that had the Gift of 
Tongnes, and fo was enabled to ſpeak in a Lan- 
guage unknown to many of, if not to moſt, or all 
his Hearers. Which is perfectly Foreign from the 
Buſineſs in Hand, and is juſt ſuch another Proof 
for the Prayer comended for, as that Abraham be- 
gat Iaae, would have been. (e) To the, ſays he, 
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I uU adi St. Pals calling rhe Sacramental. 9800 
els 


the Cu p of Bleſſing, becauſe of a Prayer for 4 


Ying #ſed at the Cinſecration. The Concluſion had I 
been to the purpoſe, ſhould have been, becauſe of 
A Prayer uſed for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt por it 
And yet at laſt, it is not neceſſary that this Cup ould 
de called fo, from any Form of Prayer whatſoever 
uſed ar it; but either becauſe of the Bleſſing and 
Praiſe. offered up to God at the holy Euchariſt, or 
the Bleſſing of Pardon and Grice conveyed to Men 
by it. So that upon the whole he may pleale to 
ſee by this time; that there is no Difficulty in re- 
turning an Anſwer to his Queltion. 1s af! tb . 


Ser pture Evidence 15 the In vocatien of the Hily Ghoſt? 


For moſt certainly it is not. Nor will any thing 
here offered ever evince the Neceſſity of ſuch an 
Invocation, eſpecially a formal ore, and in expreſs 
Words, whether thoſe in King Edward's firſt Litur- 


'$y, or thoſe in the new Communion- Office. The ſumm 


8, that tho' the Evangeliſts, and St. Paul, are molt 
heartily owned to have been Apoſtolical Writers, it 
yet lies upon our learned Author as much as ever, 
to prove this Petition bas Apoſtolical Authority ; be- 
cauſe none of them have ſaid any thing of ir. And 
in the mean time 1 hope he wiil pardon us, if we 
be not willing to alter our Liturgy, without ſome 


better Argument for it, than he has hitherto produ- 


= 


ced, I mean ſomething that may at leaſt have a 
ſhew of Evidence. 1 

And now Scripture thus failing, our learned Au- 
thor, he goes on to ſeek for other Teſtimony. Hence 
he tells us, (g) Tbis Prayer for the Deſcent of the 
Holy Ghoſt upon the Euchariſtick Elements is preſerved 
in the Liturgies of St. James, St. Mark, aud St. Pe- 
ter. And that the Tranſlator of the Apoſtolical Fa- 
thers in his learned Introductiive Diſcourſe, recommend 


n 
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(f) 1 Cor, 10. 16. 8 () detence, p. 105. 


them 
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8 Prelare profeſſes himſelf of Opinion, rbere r 
f thy kanne Mam,” 19ho belie ver theſt" Litis gits 
ir rhoſe Boy Hen, aid fer forth in be 5 
they ave now! publiſhed, ' Ahd tho, our Author rakes it 
to be his Opinion, (2) thi tht Invication Prayers th 
the three Lirargies were priſeribed by " thoſt ? 855 an 
Evazgelitts, it is much more reaſo able x nclude 
from this great Author's Prattics/"both when He 
wrote that Iurrod die Diſeluſe, aud ever hex; chat 
either he does not believe the 17 wine, © 
at leaſt that they do ndt lay any Obligativn upon 
us to uſe the ſame; and ſo are offi yon vice to'oud 
Author's Cauſe. That there my bang uc 


in many Parts of eacli of theſe | e- 
nied; but it is ſomewhat too mu rut This. 
or- that particular Paſſageè im them to Be „ > .lince it 
is well-known what Cenfiifes are palted "by 380 
Men of all Communions upon the prefent Copies 
we have of them. What is pibus a id 85001 is conf 
mendable from any" Record: But ir'is not reasons: 
ble the Streſs of their Worth; and nch lels = 
Obligation of their Authority col 

. What deny be unqieſtionabl E. bibrea's 
them. 

He adds; 00 It ſeris there i nothin mg "offered i in 1 80 
Reaſons, &c. to prove. this Vage older than i be d- 
dle of the Third Century; but withal, that "be 1 5 
the Reader will now percei ve, that the Teftimanies, cit 
U- from the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, and from St. Cy- 
ce ril's Actount of the Jeruſalem Liturgj, Will reach be- 
be ond this Periud. Nevertheleſs, fince he is not pleaſed 


ed to acquaint us with his Reaſon for this Belief, it 
e- were but loft Labour to inquire concerning it. And 
e* 3 ſince all that is 3 from his Au- 
lt 2 | * 

g (2), Page "106; ( Y Ibid 
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thoricifas they are, is only that theſe Sort of Prayer 
were in Uſe in thoſe Times; not that it was though | 
jncumbent upon all Generations, to make 'Uie of 
them in the ſame Manner. Which is no-Proof at 
all of the- Eſſentiality of this Prayer: And will nes 
ver juſtify , a Separation upon Account of the Want | 
of it. (i) He cites likewiſe Juſtin Martyr, Ireneus, 
and Origen, Which all are ſo far from proving the 
Neceſſity of praying for the Deſcent of the Holy 
Ghoſt, that he has not ſhewn they have ſo much 
ever mentioned one Word of ſuch a Deſcent. 
+ ſides that ] bave already noted ( concerning the 
two laſt of theſe, 72 by blelſing ahn mean no 


ge e . n 
It fo os, AJ) The Reaſons bee Se, Baſil' 
referring s .to the Form of the Prayer of Invocation, 
4 one. Inſtance of unwritten Tradition, which in 41 
reaſonable Conſtructiun, muſt carry the Uſage higher 
han the middle of the Third Centuty. And it is true, 
S. Baſil, does ſpeak of Words of Invocation, as uſed at 
the-Sacrament in his time, and before. But how 
Jong this Uſe had been he does not ſay; And which 
is much more to our preſent Buſineſs, he does not 
tell hat theſe Words of Invocation were, and he- 
ther they were not of the ſame Import with thoſe 
in our Liturgy; nor again does he 1 in any wiſe endea- 
vour to prove, or ſo much as in the leaſt Hint 
them to be of perpetual and indiſpenſable Obliga- 
tion; and ſo comes not up in either Reſpect to 
the Point in Hand. And, for all his ather Au- 
thorities here produced, it is ſufficient to obſerve, 
that either they bear no Teſtimony to the Uſe of 
ſuch a particular Prayer, or moſt certainly not to 
the Eſſentiality of it; the only 1 ge 1 0 to 
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have been proved. Whilſt on the contrary, not only 


”Walaftidus Strabo teſtifies," that () their Anceſtors = 


related, that in rhe ſirſt times Maſſes vere wont to 
| be performed, the Lord's Prayer bring firſt uſed, and a 
Commemoration az our Lord commanded, being made of 
his Paſſion; but Gregory the Great affirms, (n) i 
was the manner of the Apoſtles, that they conſecrated 
the Hoſt of the Oblation with the Lord's Prayer only. 

(o) To go on; The Author of tbe Reaſons confeſſed 
bimſelf willing to belizvt the Force of the Invocation 
may be contained by Implication in our preſent Office. 
But the Author, of the Defence profeſſes willingneſs to 
believe, does not amount to Certainty and Satisfattion.. 
How then came the Author of the Reaſons ſo willing 
to believe it? It muſt have been either out of pure 
Kindneſs to our preſent Office, or the Evidence he had 
for it. That it was out of any Fondneſs he had 
for our Office, no one can ſuppoſe who calls to 
mind that he was then purpoſely writing againſt it. 
It remains therefore that his Willingneſs muſt pro- 
ceed from the Evidence he had for it. And if there 
were Evidence enough then to ſuppoſe all that is ne- 
ceflary, to be implied in our Office, it is not to be ima- 
gined that there ſhould not be ſo ſtill; ſince our Of- 
fice remains ſtill the very ſame it was then. So that 


I muſt own, I can diſcover no ground for an unwil- 


lingneſs to believe it now more than before, un- 
leſs the Defender be ſuppoſed quicker fighted than 
the Reaſoner 3 which I cannot eaſily believe. How- 
ever, let us ſee how apparent his Reaſous are for 
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() Et relatio majorum eſt, ita primis temporibus Mil. s ficri 
ſolitas, præmiſſd oratione Dominicà, & ſicut ipſe Dominus noſtet 
præ epit, commemoratione paſſionis ejus adhibitd. De reb. Ee- 
cleſ. C. 22. | | = 

(n) Mos Apoftol-rum fuit, ut ad ipſam ſo ummodo ora ionews 
(Dominicam) oblationis boſtiam conſecrarent. B. Gregor. J. I. 7. 


. lad & 20 Epiſt. 636 © i (o) Ibid. 
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Dont and Scruple about this Implication. He ſays, p 
Our Lord at the Eucbariſtick Inſtitut ion, gave thanks, 
and bleſſed the Elements; 'hAvyiicas * AM hee ig. 
But in gur Conſecration-Prayer, the Prieſt pronounces 
ane of theſe Words as from bimfelf. That thete Words 
not naturally ſigpify a Prayer for the Deſcent 
of the Holy Gbit has been fully ſhewn, (q) and 
that ſuch a Form of Petition cannot be proved ne- 
ceſſary from them; inaſmuch as they moſt properly 
ſignify praiſing and giving Thani. Yet tho? those 
Words do not ſufficiently prove it, 1 do not deny 
that our Saviour may juſtly be concluded to have 


? 
> * 
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him whatſoever was neceſſary for ſanctifying the 
Euchariſtick Elements, and making them effectual 


if our Liturgy be ſufficient to this purpoſe, I can- 
not imagine a Reaſon for diſcarding it, meerly for 
not doing it in ſuch or ſuch a particular Form. 
And that it does it in Subſtance cannot be denied 
by any one that conſiders, that in the begin- 
ning of the Conſecration Collect, we by way of Praiſe 
and Gratitude to Almighty God our Heavenly Fa- 
ther, profeſs that of hz tender Mercy he did give bu 
only Son Feſws Chriſt, to ſuffer Death upon the 
Croſs E our Redemption, and did inſtitute, and in his 
Goſpel command us, lo continue a perpetual Memory of = 
that bis precious Death, until his coming again; and 
then 9ſt, humbly beſeech him to grant, that we re- 
cerving theſe his Creatures of Bread and Wine, accor= 
ding to hu Son our Saviour Jeſus Chrift s holy Inſtit@- © 
tion, in Remembrance of his Death and Paſſion, may be 
Partakers of bis moſt precious Body and Blood. Be- 
cauſe ſuch a Return of Praiſe to God, and ſuch an 
Application to him to make us Partakers of our 
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uſed ſome ſuch Addreſs to God, as to obtain of t 


t 

t 

to all the Ends whereto they were deſign'd, And ] 
: 
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| Lord's voſt precious Body and Blood, cannot but jen? 

y a Prayer for all that is neceſſary to this End. 
And ſince our Saviour and his Apoſtles have left us 
no particular Form of Petition in this Caſe, we may 
be fare, that whatſoe ver Prayer Anſwers. the End 
of our Saviour's Inſtitution as theſe Words of 'our 
Liturgy do, contains in it all that is neceſſary to the 
Eſſence of the Sacrament. And by conſequence, 
whoever officiates after this manner, performs all 
that is neceſſarily incumbent upon him, and may 
juſtly be ſaid to do this, and to fulfil the Command 
delivered to the Apoſtles. And as our learned Au- 
thor has not hitherto been able to prove the con- 
trary, fo 1 maybe bold to ſay, he never will. He 
neither has ſhewed, nor can ſhew, that our bleſſed 
Lord did more than this by way of Invocation; 
and by Conſequence, nor that we are obliged. to 
more. 
There remains yet o one Objection more to be re- 
moved as to this Article, and it is this. That ac- 
cording to our Church, (r) the conſecrating Form us 
wholly comprebended in the Words of Inſtitution, with= 
out any preceding or ' following Prayers. Where it 
might ſuffice to return for Anſwer, thas our Church 
does not conſecrate without preceding or follow; 
Prayers. This is undoubted as to her uſual Admini- 
ſtrations. And in the only Exception he had to make 
to it, that of conſecrating new Bread or Wine, 
when either of them falls ſhort, he cannot 1 — 
to deny that the following Prayers relate to that as 
much as to the other; and. ſo one Branch of this 
Charge is plainly out of Doors. And to thoſe pre- 
ceding, I cannot ſee how he will ever prove, that 
this latter Bread and Wine being now made a Part 
of the Sacrifice, may not be attended with the 
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bleſſings therein prayed for upon the whole Sacris 
fice. But farther, our learned Author cannot be 
ignorant that the Conſecration has been anciently 
held to conſiſt in the Words of Inſtitution. Tertullian 
is as expreſs for it as can be. (%) Having taten the 
Bread, and diſtributed it to bx Diſciples, be made it has 
Body, by ſaying this is my Body. Here 1 
would ask any Opponent; could it have beer 
more fully expreſſed, ſuppoſing the Conſecration 
really ro conſiſt in the Words of Inflitution? If it 
could, let it be ſhewn. But if that cannot be done, 
the Concluſion is inevitable, that according to Ter- 
tullian's Doctrine, our Words of Conſecration are all 
that can be ſaid, to be neceſſary to that | purpoſe. 
The ſame alſo ſays St. Auguſtin; (t) I have told 
jau, that before Chriſt's Words | of Inſtitution, | what 
it offered is called Bread, but after the Pronunciation f 
Chriſt's Words, a no longer called Bread, but is named 
| the Body. Here St. Auguſtine teaches the Bread to 
receive the Effect of Conſecrat ion, upon our Lord's 
Words being pronounced over it. And if this was 
true Doctrine then, it muſt be ſo now; and by 
conſequence, our learned Author's Objections a- 
gainſt the ſufficiency of our Liturgy in this Reſpect, 
muſt vaniſh. = 3 os 
But he asks farther, (a) Do the Words of InSti- 
tution mean any farther than a bare Narration? Than 
an HiStorical Report of what was done by our Saviour? 
It is evident from theſe Teſtimonies, that they were 
anciently allowed to mean more. And that our 
Church means more by them, appears from its or. 


; 1 # 
7 TOS e * 


* 


0 # . 
” — 


(0) Acceptum Panem & diſtributum Diſcipulis corpus illum 
ſuum fecit, hoc eft corpus meum dicendo. C. Marc. Is 4. c. 40. 
e) cum de Sacramentis trdtarem, dixi vobis, qu d ante 
verba Chriſti quod offertur panis dicatur, ubi Chriſti verba 
deprompta fuerint, jam non panis dicirur, ſed corpus appells- 
tur, De verbis Domini, c. 28. ( Detence, p. 19. 
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our behalf. But then he proceeds, as to the ble 


1 [ 15 5 
dering tbe officiati Prieſt, at 7 onounc ing chi 
took 1 to I the Patten Xs his Hand; and 

om . the marginal Rubrick directing bim to break 
the « Brod: This our learned Author (x) declares in 


Part, there is nothing more than a W of what was 


given Thanks. Yet it is certain here is more; tho? 


according to Tertullian and St. Auguſtme, more is 


not needful. Here is more I ſay z for here are Prayers 
and giving of Praiſe, : and here is Breaking and Deli- 
vering the Bread according to our Saviour's Inſtitu- 


tion. So that I cannot comprehend what farther 


the Scripture has any Where required, or what more 
can be eſſential to theSacrament ; ſeeing the Scripture 
ſays nothing of any particular Prayer for the Deſcenc 
the Holy Ghoſt, the Prayer ſo earneſtly contended 
for here, but without any juſt Warrant for it. And 
ſo long as here is all the Scripture has made neceſ- 


ſary, to a right Performance of the Duty, it will 


be hard to give a good Reaſon, why we ſhould 
forſake our old Lirurgy, whereto the Clergy have 
ſubſcribed, which has been regularly and authen- 
tickly ſettled, to which the People have been ac- 
cuſtomed,- wherein they have thought themſelves 
very happy, and do generally think themſelves to 
be ſo, and break through the Rubrick and other 
Obligations to bring in another, that cannot at 
preſent, be regularly ſettled, nor is ever like to be. 
At this Rate we may be continually changing, and 
never know where to ſtop; may unſettle our Peo- 


ple, and bring them into the utmoſt Diſtraction 


and Confuſion; may ſend them ſome one way, 
and ſome another; and in a Word, may crumble 
into Divihons and Subdiviſions, and become the 
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Scorn 


done 'by our Saviour in theſe Words. And when be had 


tory Prayer after the Conſecration of the Ele- 


q Adminiſtration, ſeem ſufficient; if rightly under- ; 


dae in a Convocatian. Ag; „ 


x 1 K. 


Scorn of our Eoemies, as indeed: they rely 1. 
umph in thefe Beginnings, and at laſt may biing 
down the heavy Iudgments of God upon us, and 
perhaps to our Deſtruction. | ne God: of bi 
infinite Mercy prevent. 


IV. The Fourch Paſſage übel an apom is an Obls 


ments. Here the Anſwerer had pleaded, ()) that 


ſuppoſing our 'Communion- Service to he ſufficient with 


aut the © Adi of any ſach Prayer, it mu ſt be grant. 
ed that there is no Neceſſin ſor it; and had cired the 
learned Mr. Fobnſan, dehvering) his Opinion to' the 
ſame purpoſe; in the Preface to the ſecond Part of | 
the Fade Mecum, in theſe; Words, Some have 
& wich vehemence inſiſted, that whenever : Altera: 


* tions are to be made, the firſt Collect in the 
« Poſt-Communion ſhould Be inſerted, between 


the Confecration and Adminiſtration, or: ſome 
60 Prayer of Ovlation added in that Place. Now tho 
am fully convinced, that the Euchariſt may be 
7 as jultly called a Sacrifice as any, ſave that of. 

& fered on the Croſs, yet b can ſee ig Necetiity 
for any ſuch Alteration. © The Confſecration- 
4 Prayer and the Words uſed: by the Prieſt at the 


4 ſtood and applied; together with -niore by way of 
Explication and Confirmation : 0 his Opiion. 
Where it is obſervable, that 10 
1. He ſpeaks. nothing of breaking down the 
Fences of the Church, to mae way for 'bringi 
in this deſired Alteration, as neither does he of tet 


ing over them, but only argues in Caſe of a regũ- 
ar Procedure, and that other Alterations are 0 by 
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2. He 
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Wk. He- profeſles- himſelf to fe car, that an Allera- 


tion of this Sort, as things nom ſtand, might be attended 
with no good Conſequences. And any one that will not 


ſhur his; Eyes, may ſee that choſe, Which have been 
made, are attended with excceding bad ones, beſides. 
others untorefeen that may poſſibly follow. 

And now, if a Man "ſhould ask, what Evidence 


has our learned Author brought againſt this Teſti- 
mony in behalf of our Service, he may be ſurprized 
at it, but I muſt. however tell him, becauſe. it is 
truth, that he produces a Sentence or two out of 


the Unbloodp Sacrifice, () againſt ſuch as po- 


ſed or deprawed the Sacrifice, not againſt our Liturgy, 
and ſo not at all to the purpoſe; and another dire- 


Qing thoſe who don t think the publick Proviſion is ſuf- 


ficient, to act in direct Contradiction to himſelf and 
his Followers, the Diſciples of the new Communion- 
Once. This is fo very plain, that our learned Au- 


thor thought it not for his purpoſe to give the whole 
Sentence, and therefore choſe ro Curtail and Maim 
it, that the Reader might not ſee, how highly his 


own Proceedings are condemned by it. The Paſ- 


ſage as it ſtands in the Defence is this, What then 
** are they to do? Why, they are to Labour with 


Prayers to God, and with Perſwaſyons and Arguments 


* to. Men, for the perfect Reſtitution of the ſacrificial 
<« Oblatory Part of the Chriſtian Liturgy. Which Ad- 
vice is preſcribed only for the Satisfaction of ſuch, 
as do not think the publick Proviſion ſufficient. Here 
is no Charge againit it as not ſufficient, but only an 
Inſinuation, that ſome, whether with Reaſon or not, 
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. may 


himſelf fully ſatisied tbe Vo 
"Neceſſity for: any ſueb Alteration, our preſent Liturgy , 
being ſufficient without it, F rige underſtood. and 
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may poſſibly think ſo, and in this C: A he thonghe 
it proper 10 them, to try by Prayers and Argu- 
ments, to get the Office made more perfect. Which 
the Reader at the firſt muſt ſee, is of no ſort of 
vice to thoſe who cannot content themſelves, with 
leſs than a Breach of the Church's Unity, to amend 

it themſelves. This one would think, had been e- 
rongh to affright our learned Author, from raking 
the leaſt Notice that could be of this Paſſage. But 
looking into Mr. Fobhnſon himſelf, ! ſind a conſide- 
rable Difference in the Caſe, and which diicovers 
our learned Author, to have been very hard upog 
himſelf, in giving any Occafion for an Inquiry inte 
into it. For the Sentence as it ſtands in Mr. Febry- 
en, unmaimed by our Author, is this. (r) Such 
Prieſts and Pious diſcerning Layraen, as are convinced 
F the Truth ard Neceſſity. of the Primitive Sacr fc, 
and do not think that the publick Proviſom for it 1 
{«ficient, have no Mover Remedy left. bus co 
labour with Prayers to God, and with Perſwaſions and 
Argnmen's to Men, for the penfect Reftiniition of rhe fo 
crificial Ob:atory Part of the Chriftian Liturgy — 


in the mean time to ſupply ſuch Detens 
Well ag they can, by their own puvate ment 
Devotions. "Hence it is apparent our Author; 
tho hz had n Reaſon to have cited this Paſſage at 
all, vet when he would do it, had certainly ſomé 
Reafon to treat it as we ſee he has. For l appeal 
to his own Conſcience, whether there be fo much 
as an Appearance of Oppoſition, between theſe Words 
and thoſe in the Vade Mecum; and again, whether 
they are not gs directly oppoſite, to his on, both 
Boctrine and Prachce, as Words can: be. After 
this he produces another Expreſſion of the ſame 
learned Author, of the ſame Scrain wich the ſormer, 
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and then puts this Queſtion, () Can any one imagine 
tha karmed Proime, believed tht pubick Piovifion for 
the Euchariftick Sacrifice, primitive and wnniimed? 
Ox that our Conſecration-Prayer, and the Words 
oled by the Prieſt at the Adminiſtration, were ſut- 
Rcient fer ib Purpoſe? And here 1 wolld rake Li- 
berty to ask another Quettion;nor leſs to our purpoſe; 
Can any one imagine ths learned Aut bor believe our 
Liturgy Io geeche as thar a good Chuan can 
not join in the Uſe ot it? The ſhort, of the Matter 
as to this Worthy Writer is, chat he ſeems to appre- 
hend our Office deſeCtive, and to wifh tor a fl poly 
el what he jiidges wanting in it, but yer to ret fa- 
ticfed, that it is far better to take up with it as it 
is, than to uſe any unwarranrable Methods in order 
to the Amendment of it. And by conſeqa8nce, chat 
he is ſtill of the ſame Opinion he was when he pro- 
leſled, (r) No wiſe Man # for Alterations, butt in Caſe 
of apparent Neceſſity, which I cannot perceive in the 
Aatter 2192 before 1 TREE N - 
And whereas it had been ſaid, (%) The Church f 
England never celebrates this holy 25 without both 
preceding and ſubſequent Prayers, here it is argued, 
that (x) there are hut two Prajers prior to the Hiſtri- 
bation of he Elements, in which the Oblatory Forte can 
be ſaid to be contained; adding withal, that tbe Au- 
thor of the Reaſons has proved the offerint ought to go 
before the eating. Where ou be to go is a Very am- 
bigous Exprelſlon, and 97 Be taken to ſiguify, ei- 
ther that it moſt properly goes before, qr elſe that 
it ſo _neceſlarity does ſo, as that the Virtue and, - 
Energy of the Euchariſt is loſt, if it do nor, I the 
former be all he means, I do net think my felf ob- 
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he has yet done it. 
tbe offering ſhou!d be prior to the eating, Rega d to the 


| F 108 1 
liged to enter into the Liſts with him upon that A 


count. But if he means che latter, 1 muſt entreat 
him to prove his Propoſition, ſomewhat better chah 


For tho he affirms, ()) That 


Deity, and natural Religion will teach as, he does not 
in any wiſe pretend our bleſſed Saviour has taught | 


And it is very certain, there is 
no ſuch Doctrine to be met with in his Inditution 


it, or his Goſpel. 


of the holy Euchariſt. If this be meant by σσι f 


at his laſt Supper, every one muſt ſee that Injun- 
ction was after the Bread and Cup, and not before. 
And.I hope it will not be queſtioned, but our Sa- 
viour's own Method may be as proper for Chriltians 


to follow, as that of Chryſes and the Grecians. 


And 5 


ſo, if we have all in our Office that is neceſſary, 
tho not all before the Adminiſtration, there can be 
no Danger to our Salvation upon this Account; 
nor any Cauſe for running from our Communion 


appears to be indangered by 


by Reaſon of its not being otherwiſe. 
ceed in his own Method. 


But to pro- 


(z) The Oblation made 
in the Prayer for the Catholick Church, he tells us, 
means no more than the offering of" the unconſe crated 
Bread and Wine to God, in cicknowledgement of his 
Soveraignty and Goodneſs ; but the Euchariſtick Obla- 
tion 2 the offering the con ſecrated Elements, and ſacra- 
mental Body and Blocd of our Saviour, in Memory | 

bis Sacrifice and Paſſion. Yet he has not condeſcended 
to inform us, in what Part of Scripture this two- 
fold Oblation is injoined, nor how our Salvation 


the Want of it, as he 


infinuates (a) a little after. Which ought neceſſa. 
rily to have been ſhewn; and moſt certainly would 
have been, but that no ſuch Place is to be found, 


N. 


Y Reaſons, p. 31. 
) Deccnce, p. 117. 


(=) Det. ne, p, 114. 
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„ b 


' there being nothing like it in all the Word 6f Ged. 


Mr. Thorndike profeſſes, (b) the Prayer for the "whole. © 


State of Chriſts Church was Re fo ſtand "afore the 


Conſecration, 40 ve cenjectured i it did tand in rhe Afri- 

can Churches, and not after it, to give Opinion t bar 
Chriſt preſent by 'Conſecration, was ſacrificed t hen | for 
the Luick and the Dead, as the Church of Rome ima- 
ginet b. In which Words he ſeems plainly to have 
no Notion of this ſecond Oblation, on which now 
ſo great Streſs is laid. And yet if it did not ap 


pear | 
to be neceſſary when that great Man lived, and 
was one of the Commitee for reviewing the Licur- 


gy, it will need ſome better Argument than 1 have 


yer met with to prove it ſo now. And if ſome ſuch 
Obligation were neceſſary, I caonot but be of che 
mind Mr. Jobnſon was of when he wrote the Vade 
Mecum, and for ought appears to me, may yet be 
of, as to the abſolute Neceſſity of an Alteration 
upon this Account. (e) The Conſecration- Prayer and 
the Words uſed by the Prieſt at the Adminiſtration, 
ſeem ſufficient, if rightly underſtood and applied. In the 


| Conſecration- Prayer Chrilt i ſaid, by the Oblation of 


himſelf upon the Croſs, to have made à full and 
perfect Sacrifice, and in our Saviour s Words of Inſti- 
tution inſerted in this Prayer, the Bread is caled his 
Body given, i. e ſacrificed for us; the Wine his Blood 
ſhed as 4 Libation for us; : e. for the emmy * C 
our Sins, as follows preſently after, Nothing can be 
more clear; _ that 7 loa ts berily "Lead 
to be a Sacrifice. And in the Words of Adminiſtration, 
the Merits of it are applied to 7755 Receiver, the 
Body of Chriſt which was given for thee (and is now 
exhibited to God in thy behalf) preſerve thy Bed) and 
Soul ro eternal Life. This is e enough, that 


— 


00 Of Religious Aſſem blies. Ch. 10. p. 413. 
050 Vade Necum Fr, 2. Pref. p. CVIII. 
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hat we are then employed in, is..2,commemora- I 


9 


— 


ve Sacrifice, truly reprefenting chat which eur Sa. 


biour ol ered ohce for all upo 


hibiting the Benefics of Ds Baton, to the Worthy 
and faithful Communicant. . N , 


However, our learned Author takes the Gonle- is | 
Eration-Prayer ider his Conlideration, And this 
he tells üs, (4) ſeems only addreſſing God Almighty 
with 8 Recital of bur Savieurs meratorions Paſſion. As 
much as to ſay, this is only anſwering our Saviquris 


tells ns, (e) is to ſbew forth his Death til He comps. 


* 


This manner of Adminiſtration may diſpleaſe our 
Author; but we are ſafe enough, ſo long as it dogs 
not diſpleaſe the Wh nor our Bleſſed Lou 
Himſelf, Nor is it poſſible for me; after all our 
Author's Pains in the Cauſe, to diſcover any farther 
Oblation necelfary than What is implied in ſhew- 
ing forth our Saviour's Death, according to his own | 
Inſtitution. And they that will not be farisfied. 
with this, muſt ſeek out a new Goſpel, to found 
their Dofrine pon; for I am ſure, that which we 
already have, favs not a Word of it. f 


* 


© 


And in truth to fubjoin their preſent Prayer of 
Invocation and Oblation, aſter he Words of Inſti- 

tution uſed by the Prieſt, ſuppoſes our Saviour not 
to Effect that, by the Prieſts ſaying and doing what 
he did, which was done when he pronounced the 
Words of Inſtitution himſelf, and conſequently, 
that to do all that he expreſly injoined his Apoſtles 

to do in the Caſe, would turn to no Account to 
them, unleſs they farther requeſted him $0 do it hy 
Virtue of their own Prayers. Which with Submiſſion,” 
1 take to be an unwarrantable Suppoſition, and 
ſuch as makes the Inſtitution it ſelt an imperfect 
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a Defence, p. 113, 173. (e) x Cor. 11. 26. E 
7”  m_ 


him, Which: was all he- commanded chem to do, a 
inſufficient. means, of making them Partakers, of his 
ſecration from our Lord, upon what we aré going 
to do, before we perform the commanded / 4 


Addreſs, And accordingly our own excellent L- 
turgy introduces thoſe Acts with a previous pathe- 


bah InSitution in Remembrance of bis Death and Paſs- 
re e 
. his Power and holy Spirit, to do the fame. for 91 
chat he did for his Diſciples, Wben he took, brake, 
bleſſed, pronounced the Elements his Body and 


Blog, and ſo diſtribnted chem, aſter che fame. - 


manner that we now do in Obedience to his Com- 
mand. But that more than this is neceſſary to be 


fancy to themſelves; but they will never be able 


or did, | 


Po 


with the Anſwerers ſaying, there is only Expedience ſuge 


cluſion? (g To th? Author of the Reaſons 245 ths 


pled in our preſent Office ; ye. beſides the Reaſons given 
for preferring the Form of the firſt Liturgy, it mui bs 
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the Inſtitution, may look like a ſeaſonable and pious = 


Dread and Wine, according to our Saviour Feſus Chriſt's | 


done before the receiving, theſe Gentlemen may 
to prove it, from any thing our Saviour either ſaid 
Hie declares farther, -that he ( A muſt Sar 
ac Yr torts the Tendeny of thoſe very Ae 
guments of his own, whereupon he infers this Con- 
ling to believe, the Force of the. Invocation may be im- 


adled, that this Implication at bet is but dark, remote, 


ed uncertain. And how far this, together with rams.” 


ſpeſing 
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CE Jing the Oblatory Prayer to the” Poſt-Communion) | 
8 for theſe untleſireable Circumſtances may work ( 
Niſaduantage, is not eaſy to determine: And that ib 
A not maim the Force, and abate the Benefit of "the 
holy: Euchariſt, is more than the Anſwerer has proved.” 
Now I appeal to any impartial Reader, Whether 
here be any thing in all this, that proves the Ne. 
ceſſity, or Eſſentiality, of reſtoring any farther Prayer 
= than is in our Office. Here he ſpeaks of preferring 
8 The Form of tbe fer t Liturgy, not of inſiſting upon it 
=. 2s abſolutely neceſſary. He adds, that that bo he 
fi = it willing to believe the Force of tbe Invocation to le 
11 g yy in our preſent Office, yet this Implication at het 
1 8 38 hui dark, remote and uncertain, that is to ſay in his 
1 Opinion, it is not ſo clear, and eaſy, and certain, 
ws as were to be wiſhed. I do not grant this to be the 
true State of the Caſe. But if it were, this would 
iater-only, that a clearer, eaſier, and more certain 
Ferm of In vacation, were to be wiſhed and endea- 
voured after in a proper manner, not that it is of 
ſuch Neceſſity, as that the Unity of the Church 
muſt be broken to make way for it. He proceeds, 
And how far this, together with tranſpoſing the Obla- 
rory Prayer to the Pot Communion, may Work to Diſe 
auamage, is nat eaſy to determine. Whence it fol- 
lows, that it is not eaſy to determine that there is 
any Neceſſity of the Alteration pleaded for. Laſtly, 
he, concludes, And that they do mot maim the Foret, 
and abate the Benefits of the hoh Eucbariſt, ii more 
tham the Anſwerer ' bas proved. Tnat they da, is 
maxe than our learned Author has proved; and yet 
he may be ſute it will not be granted him without 
Proof. And yet after all, if all that is here pleaded | 
for were granted, the reſult would be only that 
our. Office were in ſome Degree lame and defe- 
ctive, and not ſo compleat as were to be deſired; 
not that there were any ſich eſſential Imperfection 
in it, as to juſtify a Separation for it. 5 
; ut 
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But farther, it follows a littſe aſter (3) 1+think 9 
there is # Weekly for reftorong thoſe Ariieter, ethers © 

Form or explicite Equiualency ; becauſe tbere un Ne = 

ceffcy fer. Veen ſecure: Bir fore Tringnga ogy 268 
ticles in ſuch a manner as has been uſed, by ma= 
king a Breach in the Church upon their Acht i 
not the Way to he ſecure. Unleſs Schiſm be of late 1 
become leſs a Fault, and of leſs pernicious Conſe- _— 
quences than it had always been eſteemed to be; 2 
Which cannot be ſo much as pretended. ns nh 
Farther he complains, the Anſwerer” had ſaid, 
This is likely to prove a way för ſeveral injuldicions Para 
ſons, of more Zeal than Under franding, to go oder 'to 
the Church of Rome. And yet he does not Ut all 
deny the Truth of the Charge. And 1 heartily wiſh 
the Anſwerer may not prove too true a Prophet, 
tho like Caſſandya he is not yet to be belleved. 
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However, hereupon our Ambor'is pleaſed to ask 
ſome odd Quieftions; (1) Do they aideed heli ve the _ 
Worſhip of the" Primitive Cg ian, and that "of" the 
modern Chirch of Rome'the ſamt? Aud that tb Fa- 
| thers and Counbili of the firſt Four or Fivt Centuries were 


> _ r 4 . 


. Popiſhly affeckel? I Popery and Primitive Chriſtianity 


have ſo fair 4 ReſemVlance,' c not thi a ſpeciou Mo- 
tive to urn Roman Cat bolick? All this is to me very 
N ſurprizing. For 1 cannot poſſibly believe dur Au- 
thor does really think any thing meant by the'fore- 
Loing Caution; like what is here infinuated.”! There 
" is not the leaſt Intimation in it, that tb Worſhip of 
e Primitive Cbriſtiant, and that of the Modern 
Church of Rome, tbe ſame. Nor that rhe Fathers 
A of the firſf Four or Five Centuries were Popiſhly affecked. 
4 Nor again, thit Popery and Primitive Cbriſtianity 4 
bave ſo fair # Reſemblance, ab that this ſuould be 2 
ſpeciows Motive to turn Roman Catholick.* Thus much | 
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115. 


, (5) Defenge, 5. 


Can) 


| hr eaſily .es, the very, next Wen 
teſtifying, wherein this Danger of Peop AO i 
carried cover to tlie Chureti « of Rome bas > and 
that it is not any Conformity of the Romſh to the 
Primitine Church that endangers, any 10 be thus 
unhbappily mild, but it is upon quite another Ac- 
1 declared, 15 norhing 76 re 7 oy to. thy 
. ab, os: hag * Minds, e bt ho 
int an Hyprelauſi 20, bey are dong 
are already. . „Here dere ler e 0 — 9 — 0 hoſe of 42 
Reformation were fo. earneſtly warned of. 
this dur Author himſelf could not overlook; 
Wbich makes his other. nſinuations ſomewhat out 
bf. the Wäy, For thus the: Anſwerer proceech, .@ 
When People: pre 7 into an , Apprehenſion #has 

they. art not ſafe; w N arts they will be in Don- 
Sr going off: 19-466; burch of Rome. And this 
Notion, if 1 be oo formed, as Lyerily believe 
Ham not, the. Papiſts themſelves have; who highly 
commend; our Renter, and . promiſe themſelves 
a plemtiful Crop of Proſelytes by their means. I haps 
mt, ſays our Author, on) when they are rold thiy 
nay; hec/afe elſembert, and much more, fo, than: by 
terhin Roman Catholicks,. 80 they had been told 
ſaffciently beſqre, and had believed themſelves 
very ſale ; as indeed they , were. | 
«> And if this could. not, ep them where ger 
been ſo long ſatisfied, of their being in che right z. 
What. Reaſon an there be [for theſe Gentlemen to 
imagine they ſhalbbe.able to ſtop them where they 
pleaſe ? It is not improbable our learned Author 
been of this-Prafeſſion. from ſome very we 
ning Perſons, that they will not go half way. 
e qi be ſaſe i in the Church. of ' England, 
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and of ſome chat are acturlly gone of from born 
us and them, by means of che Differences” they 
' have raiſed 4mongh us. And if ſac Dedarations 


a @ K-:« S AX 


Fa t 


they will | o quite thro?-#o''the Ohureh of Ram, 


and Changes will not convince” him &f the natural 
Tendeney of the new Separation? and che indefa- 


rigable Endeavours uſed? 15 ate it, to pre- 


pare a way for Poperyx, norki ing "Wi in be: able to do 

it, till it hall be too — 92 | 
But he #bougbr the | 4 fo. primitive 755 

and Belief, had removed 2 bem plauſible O 


[8 fo: TY 


Jettions, Jos ball been the 2 Defence wr th Reforma- 


tion. And it is certain, adhering ripture, and 
the Belief and Uſage of the Apoſtolical Ti imes is ſo. 
But imitive Uſage and Belief, if taken in any other 
'Sente, is 4 lobſeè wild Expreſſion, and which the 
Papiſts will readily come into, if they may but 
interpret it to their own Minds. © For do not they 


ſet up for Tradition as their Rule, 'rather than | 


Scripture, as Ta louſſy às any the for wardeſt of our 
Reſtorers? And do not a great Part of them ar 
leaſt argue for this as their only Rule; and plead 
hard for the IndefeCtibility of it? And ſurely ro fer 
up a Rule they are ſo fond of, is not the likelieſt 
Way to arm People agaiuſt their Solicitations. It 


may carry many over to them, but if it ever bring 


one off from them, I ſhall own wy ſelf f in a Very 


great Miſtake. | * Ko r 


Again he tells ns, (=) Mer all, the 1. af Pope- 
ry 4 4 erful Mormo: Nothing in Demonſtration is 
. it; adding that great Miſchief and Deſtruction 

has been wrought by it, and therefore deſiring to 
de mo more attacked at this Quarter. But can he 
think this a reaſonable Requeſt ? I cannot imagine 
how he ſhould. For if TINT, had not been known 
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they can, againſt whatſoever Occaſions of expoſing 
any to it, tho not ſo deſigned. - 1f dig a Pit not 
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far from a Road for my on Convenience, and 
without any Intent of hurting any one by it, and a 


Faſſenger miſling bis Path in the Night falls into it, 
and either breaks a Limb, or is ſtifled in it, the 
Damage is the ſame to him, as if it had been pur- 


poſely prepared for him. Or if I perſwade a Friend 


to accompany me in a Journey, where I am far 


from meaning him any harm, and he happens to 
be ſet upon and ſlain by the way, the Miſchief is 


the ſame to him a: if I had purpoſely ſtudied to put 
his Life in Danger. And tho l am no Party to 


his Death, it happening beyond my Thoughts or 


Expectations; yet if I had been acquainted that that 
Was a dangerous Road, and he could not Travel 
it without hazarding his Life, and I had yet laid 
any remote Temptation before him to draw: him 
that way, and had not acquainted him with the 
Danger of it, I could not have thought my ſelf 
Innocent. And the Caſe is the ſame here. For iſ a 


Man by unſetling another's Principles, ſets his Head 


upon turning round, inſomuch, that Hereupon he 
. grows reſtleſs and impatient, till at laſt he is whead · 
led by ſome other Perſon into the Boſom of the 
| Roman Church, he is as certainly enſnared to all 

Intents and Purpoſes, as if he that gave bim the firſt 
Diſturbance had attacked him directly, with the 


ſtrongeſt Arguments for Popery he could think of. 


Aud it is therefore an Inſtance of the trueſt Friend - 


ſhip to warn thoſe in a Chriſtian manner, and in 


- the Spirit of Mzakneſs, who are in Danger to be- 


come 
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come e beyond, their Deſire, the unhappy loftryments 
* drawing others into a Snare, 'to warn, them 1 


of the Miſchief they brirg both upon them 

18 „and thoſe others by it. So that our Author 
oy no Reaſon to complain, for being adviſed a- 
gainſt ſo. apparent an ill Conſequence of his Pro- 
ceedings; 10 long as ſuch viſible Orcalion, 1 ts Siven 
ſor INS 

He was put in mind, (o) that to 6 15 thing 44% P 

4 Seaſon, and a time to every purpoſe under Heaven; (p) - 
0 that St. Augiſtis teaches, () The Change of "RE : 
 Cuftorn, even when it belps. by it. Advanta „ 
creates Difturbance by its Novelty. And hens 72 2 
at us. not Advantagrons, 1 conſequently Detrimental. by 
a fruiil ſs Diſturbance. And in a Word, that Changes 
are not eaſily to be made in a Church already ſet- 
tled, and eſpecially in Matters that have book of 
long Continuance. Whereto he 5 5 (7 Some 
Aairs wont wait for ſtated Forms and cuſtomary Pa- 
48 Where \Tutereſt and Hazard go deep, jw [pe ak * 
alu the earlieſt. Time ; the beſt, &c. But now 75 2 
fore any ſuch haſt can be thought neceſſary in out 
preſent Caſe, it is incumbent upon him to ſhew by 
plain Scripture, and Tradition agreeable to thas, 
that the unſcriptural Uſages contended for, are of 
ſuch neceflary and indiſpenſable Obligation, as that 
the Walls, of the Conllitution muſt inevitably 
broken down to let them in, and all Hazards run, 
rather than confine our Worſhip to the Meaſures 
Preſcribed it by our Saviour and his Apoſtles. _ _ 

He-ſhurs up all in a moſt triumphant Conclu- 
ion, as if the poor Anſwerer were quite flain, and 
| muſt never appear more to vindicate imſelf. He 
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ells us () of Tan Martyr, Irenans, and &% * 

1 2228. . and St, Cipr ian, St. Ba 
.and. St. C bro tors, St. Ambreſe , S Agentin, 

„ the Ancient 83 
of che firlt Tirurgies, and of Countil; over and above, 
as all on his ſide. 'Tho' to how little Purpoſe al 
this Pomp and Parade ſerves, is left dfter What has 

been offered to the contrary, to the Readers Confi- 

_,deration., Here he charges us moreover, in no ver 


: friendly” or obliging Manner, that we are un 
wed to hearken to any. Changes in the Church,” 


ue they impi flecion, ole 5 
Thx of 5 17 e I on ipod 1 


ply. 5 my this, beat the Anſwerer, and by y Parity 
of Reaſon, all others of his Sentiments, are a par- 
cel of proud, obſtinate,. wilful Men, that will hear» 
ken to no Reaſon, bur will chooſe to go to Hell, 
rather than own themſelves in an Error, tho“ they 
know themſelves to beſo. That they Ger value 
their Reputation, and are far more folicitous to 
preſerve that, a0 to ſtudy the Salvation of their 
immortal Souls, A And tho' oy are ſenfible of their 
"being, in an Erb they will rather perſiſt in it, 
"than retract whar "they have ſaid, how diſmal foe- 
ver the Conſequence be to all Eternity If he can 
1 a milder Interpretation u upon this Sentence, I 
viling to fend cotrected. But at preſent I 
- hk but think this, to be the true and genume 
meaning of it. For why elſe ſhould he profeſs the 
Points in Controverſy to be of Necellity to Salta 
tion, and then charge us wich refuſing to embrace 
F. em, for fear of ret acting a 'known Error? For 
chat is the Reaſon he gives for dur not eee out 


of the way with him, that it is Becauſe Ch anges in 4 
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Teſ Antiquity, be. mare covered. | 
3 Land Impreguable. As much at to fay,. 
leave depending upon .Scripture, and , her- 
ſelf. to Tradition as a better Rule, Will quit, the 
Rock on which ſhe is ſafe, and ſettle upon an un- 
certain Bed of Sand, ſhe will ſtand immoyeable as 


ka all Storms and Waren | Credas. 5 er 25 2 q 


have ſhewn both from Scripture and oy Frag 45 


Wr b have gone wur che whole 7 


that Scripture and not Fradition is the Rule 


ſcribed to Chriſtians, for the e both of, 
Faith and Worſhip; that the Tr 


vation; that a Form of Ptayer . the Deſcent of 
the Holy Ghoſt upon the ſacramental Elements is 
no where preſexibed | in Scripture, nor any thing 
more than is to be found in our Liturgy of the 


Church of England; as neither is any other Obla- 


lation than 1 we have; and by conſequence, 
that neither any, nor all of zhe Ulages ſo zealouſly 


inſiſted upon, will ever be able w juſtify a De- 


parture from the Unicy -of-the "Church, upon their 
Account. N mewn to have been required 


in all the Word 6f:God, ner ene of in the firſt 


for a conſide- 
rable Time after, Rorcollect, that the EC 


Evidence, than = 


Apoſtolical Age, Hor dei | 
AD of them callS4or; 4a 


tion both for he 
Mixture and Prayers for the Dead is not ſo exten- 
ſive as is pretended, either for Time or Place; and 
the Evidences for both are- ſuch as will never i- 
fer the Neceſſity of either of them in order to Sal- 
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